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ifofihem Dtstnct of Nevo-Yotk, tb Wit: 
B£ IT REJIIBJIIBERED, That on the fifth daf 
of Aagast^ Anno Domini, 1881, Pitt 
Morse, of the said District, hath de^ 
posited in this office the title of a Book, 
the title of which is in the words fol- 
lowing,^ to wit x~^^* Sermons in ewdica- 
tion of Univeratmmt by Pitt Mo&sb^ Pastor of 
the first UhiversaUan Church and Society in Water- 
toum, N. Y, 'Omnia explorate: bonum tenete," in 
reply to 'Lectures on UniuirsaUsmf hf Joel Parker, 
Pasttfrofihe Sd Presbyterian Church, Rochester;' " 
the riffht whereof be claims ss Author, in conform- 
ity with an Aet of Congress, entitled an Act to 
amend the several Acts respecting Gepy Rights. 

R^TGER BT MILLeA. 
Clerk of the KwihemDiitrict ofNew-Tork^ 






^* Strwe to timer in ai the strait gate: for many I 

say unto you mil seek to enter tn, and shall not 

be ahh,^^ Luke 13. 24. 

Mr. Parker's Lectures against Unirersalism, form 
a rare production. It is an uncommon occurrence 
for a Clergyman of talents and intelligence to write 
zxidpubUah systematic arguments, designed to over- 
throw Universalism. Many avail themselves of the 
prejudices pf the world— stigmatize that glorious doc- 
trine, and lahar>y prevent a &ir investigation or e- 
ven Hearing of it.* Within a few years, L. Beecher 
D. p. of Bostc^i Mass. has delivered Lectures a- 
gainst Universalism, in different places, and promise 
ed to publish tbem ; but has never redeemed his 
promise. Mr. Parker has certaii^ had more cour- 
se than his distinguished New !Kngland coadjutor 
in the defence of the eternity of human misery. I 
enter most cheerfully upon a M and careful mves* 
tigation of Mr. P's Lectures, because they appear 
to have been written with ability and some degree 
of candor. 

He says *' the purity and extent of the law, the 
richness of divine mercy, the glory of divine justice, 
and the eternal rewards of a roture state, were topics 
which mingled themselves witih his" (the Saviour's) 
^^ common discourse." The eternal reumrda of a 
future state were never mentioned by Jesus Christ 
«i any fixi^mk ! Mt- P. fihouH have recollected 



the diqtinctiot between assertion and argument.-*-*- 
He has not furnished any evidence to sustain that 
assertion. Again he says, " In the woi^ds just 
cited" (i. e. our text) " he" (Christ) " urges men 
to make a vigorous efibrt to enter upon that course 
of life which conducts the soul to heaven- " The 
text certamly says nothing of conducting ''the soul to 
heaven." Mr. P. would not only have us take it for 
granted that he has stated the true nieaning of the 
t^jct, but tliat heaven means eterns^l blessedness — 
and infers that ''many will ultimately fail of the bles- 
sing" of which he had been speaking. He nmst 
have calculated largely upon th^ credulity of Uni- 
versalists, to suppose thoy would attach the same 
authority to hi« unaupported 8t;fc<vweirf», that they 
do to the word of God! Wc believje our text has no 
relation to the final condition of mankind. iSee the 
question contained in the 23d verse, "Lord are there 
few that be saved ?" Our text is a part of the ansiiyer 
tp that question. The answeir is finished at the end 
of the 30th verse. The question was ajsked by a 
Jew,, under the influence of Jewish preiudices. It 
is notorious that the Jews ^xjpected theu prQJwed 
Shiloh would be a secular Pnnce— -confine his iavors 
to the children of Jacob—deliver them from Ps^gan 
vassalage and render their nation the glory of the 
earth. Under the influence of this^ prejudioe, ■ the 
diadplea, 9akei Christ at the period of his reaurcec- 
tion '^Lordy wilt thou at this time restore the king- 
doni again t^o lairael ?" A vision from heaven was 
necessary to destroy this prejudice in the mind ofPe« 
ter. From all these circumstanceis, it is plain that 
he ^ho asked the question, " are there few th^t be. 



savadf" had His miod -upon 6si»jM2ra/-^vktion-— and 
OUT Saviour^ answer was adapted to the condition 
of ffae inquirer's mind. The meaning of Christ's re- 
ply appears to be in substance as fouows : Strive to 
enter mto the gospel dispensation ; for at a particu- 
lar time, many Jews will seek to enter in, and Mi 
not be able, because they strive to enter tiirough the 
Mosaic law. When I shall have risen from the 
dead, the lesal dispens^ion shall be abolished, the 
door of the Mosaic law effectually shut, and ye (the 
Jews) rejected as workers of iniquity, though I have 
taught in ffour streets. Then shaU the Gentilesp 
(with respect to spiritual privileges) take the place 
of the Jews, and come from every direction, and ejt 
down in the kingdom of God^ or dispensation of gos- 
pel grace, while you, (the Jews) shall be thrust out 
— the last shall be first, and the first last. This view 
of the subject is confirmed by the language of Paul, 
^' blindness in part is happened to Israel, until the 
fiiiness of the Gentiles be come in : and so aD Israel 
shall be saved" &c. Rom. chap. 11. The expla- 
nation we have given the teit, not only appears 
consistent, but comports with the opinions of some 
who believe in eternal miseiy. Joseph £!merson, 
formferly Pastor of a church in Beverly Mass. writ- 
ing of the Millennium says, "I am strongly inclined 
to the opinion' of Dr. Hopkins, that of the whole hu- 
man race, thousands will be saved, to one that is lost." 
For evidence that the phrases "kingdom of heaven" 
and "kmgdom of God," mean the gospel dispensation, 
see Math. 3. 2.-4. 17 — 12. 28.— 21. 43.-23. 

13. Luke 4. 43,.— 16. 16 17. gO- 21. and nia- 

iiy ctther pasfsag^- 
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'Xibe pav3i)iD^&bii which Mr. P» e&deavorer ta- es- 
tablish is, "some of our race will actually sufier eter- 
nal punishment.'* We a£;ree with him re8i>ecting 
"the importance of the subject, and the propriety of 
a thorough investigation." He says, "the doctrine 
of punistonent suited to the demerit of crime, lies at 
the foundation of all government by law. The mor- 
al rectitude of such government, depends upon the 
proper apportionment of penalties, and an impartial 
^(Iministration : but its power depends upon the de- 
gree of certainty, with which the penalty 13 seen to 
Mow the infraction of the law." In all this, we a- 
gree with him, but we think he has laid a sure foun- 
dation for his own destruction. After referring to 
instances illustrative of the statements we have quo- 
ted, he says, "ft will be see^ from these, statements, 
that the doctrine of future punishment lies at the ve- 
ry foundation of the Divine government," Why 
so ? If government is founded on the doctrine of 
punishnaent suited to the demerit of crime — ^if an 
iihpartial administration and a proper apportionment 
of penalties constitutes its moral rectitude — ^if its 
poT^er depends on the degree of certainly > with which 
the penalty is seen to follow the infraction of the law 
— ^how does it follow ^haXfutwre punishment^ i, e- 
endless misery, lies at the yery foundation of the di- 
vine ^vemment ? Surely it does i^ot thus follow, 
unless endless misery be the punishnient, suited to 
the demerit of crime. This our author has not at- 
tempted to prove. To assume it, was to beg the 
question in dispute. Mr. P. says, "It is the per- 
iection of this" (the divine) " government thajt tUh 
solute certainty characterizes all its operations, and 
v^ think we skall be afeje to sho^^ th^t there is noth- 
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hi^ in it to encourage the hope of impunity ; nothing 
to mitigate the doom of Iraiigrissors. The penalty 
of the law of God is \\' eighty as his eternal curse, 
and sure as his ability to inflict it." He has fur- 
nished no evidence that the penalty of the law of 
Gk)d is weighty as his eiernid curse. If he had had 
any evidence to confirm his statement, he probably 
would not have left a matter so weighty to rest on 
his tesdmony alone. But suppose we admit what 
he has said. Suppose the penalty of the law of God 
to be an eternal curse — that absolute certainty char- 
acterizes all the operations of tlie divine government 
-^that there is nothing to mitigate the doom of trans- 
gressors — ^that the penalty of his law will be inflict- 
ed n all transgressors, unless his power fail — sup- 
pose we also consider that " all have sinned, and 
come short of the glory of God," and what will ne- 
cessarily follow ? Universal damnation ! When 
Mr. P. can extricate himself from his own reason- 
ing, we think there will be some chance for other 
sinners also. True he says on another page, " the 
effect of the doctrine of future punishment, depends 
upon the certainty with which it is seen to be com- 
ing upon every icnreco- died sinner." But this 
forms no exception to what he had previously laid 
down ; because everu sinner ^o* beeri unreconciled — 
unless therefore the penalty of endless misery be in- 
flicted, the divine government is powerless by his 
own showmg ! 

Mr. p. candidly admits that there is a numerous 
class of people who hold the doctrine of Universal 
salvation." There are probably hundreds of thou- 
«aisds of Univeisalists in the U< S. a^d they are rap* 
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idly increasing. We rejoice that Mr. P. does not 
consider us "beyond the reach of the gospel;" but if 
he supposed we have not generally examined our 
own distinguishing sentiment, or have not decided 
with candor and impartiality, he was undoubtedly 
mistaken. The eternal destiny of man is as inter- 
esting to us as to others — our final welfare is very 
near our hearts. But Mr. P. was careful to inform 
his hearers that his lectures were not given " solely, 
nor chiefly for the sake" of Universalists — but for 
those multitudes who feel powerfully inclined to re- 
ject a doctrine of such overwhelming import as that 
of future and eternal punishment." Overwhelminff 
truly ! "A strong practical conviction of its reality, 
would banish reason from the mind, or benevolence 
from the heart of man ! 

After presenting a sketch of his design in the Lec- 
tures, he proceeds to what he terms " direct argu- 
ments for the doctrine of future and eternal punish- 
ment, drawn from four classes of scripture quota- 
tions." 1. He says "our first source of argument, 
is the promises of the gospel. These promises are 
peculiar in two respects ; they refer to a peculiar 
kind of blessings, and to a very peculiar character.^* 
Strange indeed that the promises of the gospel should 
furnish argument in favor of eternal punishment I 

Mr. P. says "The peculiar and distinguished bles- 
sings, promised in the gospel, comprise a deliverance 
from afi sin, and the bestowment of eternal happi- 
ness." This proposition, we admit; not on account 
of what he has said to support 'it, but because we 
think it contains the truth, and is susceptible pf Com- 
plete confinnation. 
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He sajs ^'The9e promises are muie to a peculiar 

character. They are not made to men generally and 
promiscuously, as are the otlers of Oiercy ; but in ev- 
ery instance — the application is clearly and distinctly 
restricted to a certain class of men." Again hesayg 
these promises '^ are in their application restricted 
wholly to a particular class of men, termed the rirfit- 
eous, believers in Christ, chiluien of God &c." The 
phrase ^^ofiers of mercy'' is not scriptural language. 
The notion that Grod ofiers mercy to the victuns of 
endjess wo, charges Him with folly and cruelty : folly 
in ofkiing what He knows will be rejected : and 
cruelty in offering what will increase the guilt and 
misery of the miserable. To. say that the gospel 
promises to ^Hhe ruihteou^y'^ a deliverance from all 
sin, is a solecism. I^one can be delivered from sin, 
except the sinffiL The gospel does not promise ta 
save men because they are good^ but because they 
are bad* "He shall save his people from their sins,'* 
Math. 1. 2X- "1 am not come to call the righteous, 
but sinners to repentance." Math. 9. 13. "This 
is a feitliful saying, and worthy of all acceptation, 
that Christ Jesus came into the world to save m- 
nern; of whom 1 am chief," 1. Tim. 1. 15. "For 
the Son of man is come to seek and to save that which 
was /o«f," Luke 19. 10. How long will it take 
Mr. P. tolejirn this great truth, "they that be whole 
need, not a physician, but they that are sick ?" If, - 
instead of limiting the promises of the gospel to the 
righttouSj he had declared they were all made to 
moerSy who must beco ■*' righteous in order that 
those promises may be fulfilled, he would have come 
much nearer the truth. As a refutation of his posi-. 
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tion, we .quote the language of Paul. *'For by grace 
are ye saved through faith ; and that not of your- 
selves : it is the gift of God : not of worksy lert any 
man should boast. For we are his workmanship'^ 
(not our own) '^created in Christ Jesus unto good 
works, which uod hath before ordained that we should 
walk in them." Ephes. 2.8. — IJ. Grood worics 
are not the cavse^ but the effect of salvation. 

There are two complete answers to Mr. P's posi- 
tion that 'Hhe peculiar blessing, eternal life, is proffer- 
ed to a definea character, in all the promises of the 
fospel." 1. The time will come when holiness shall 
e universal, consequently by his rule, the promises 
will apply to all mankind. "Then cometh the end, 
when he shall have delivered up the kingdom to God, 
even the Father ; when he shall have put down all 
nile, and all authority and power. And when - all 
things shall be 8uhd<ted unto hirn^ then shall the Son 
aiso himself be subject unto him that put all things 
under him, that God may be all in alV^ 1. Cor. 
15. 24—29. 

2. Mr. P. has entirely mistaken the nature of the 
promises of the gospel. "In thee shall all/omi^^ 
of the earth be blessed," Gen. 12. 3. " In thy 
seed shall all the natiOM of the earth be blessed," 
Gen. 22.. 18. "In thy seed shall all the kindreds 
of the earth be blessed," Acts. 3. 25. All nations, 
all families and all kindreds of the earth unquestiona- 
bly include the whole human race ; and the promise 
is positive and unconditional. That the promise in- 
cluded a spiritual blessing is seen by the following, 
"And the scripture foreseeing that God would justify 
the heathen through faith^ preached before the gos- 
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1^ unto Abraham sayings, in thee ahali all natioas be, 
blessed." Gal. 3. 8. That no law exists which 
can prevent the fulfiiment of those gpracious promises 
may be perceived by looking at Gral. 3. 17. and 
21. '< Is the law then against the promises of God ? 
God forbid." To plaee this imporUmt matter beyond 
the possibility of doubt, God has confirmed those prom* 
ises with an oath see Heb. 6. 13. — ^20. <' God, 
willing, more abundantly to shew unto the heirs of 
pomise the immutability of his counsel, confirmed it 
hj on oath, &c." Is it not a darin? outrage against 
heaven to deny these promises, or doubt their fulfil- 
ment ? 

Mr. P's similitudes of receiving pupils into schools, 
admitting strangers into an hospital, and inviting 
white people to attend divine service, are all irrele* 
vant to the subject, and therefore merit no reply,-.— 
His "overwhelming reflections" of a sinking spirit, 
&c." are the wild, incoherent vagaries of his own 
imagination. 

2. Mr. p. attempts to draw an argument *^ from 
that class of texts, which coatn&t the future destiny 
of the righteous and the wicked." He then quotes 
several texts, which have not the least relation to his 
position — he makes no attempt to j9ro«e that they ap- 
ply to hissubject-^^neither does he even mention that 
Universalists have shown, or attempted to show, that 
all those passages apply exclusively to the present 
life i In this instance, he has betrayed ignorance or 
mfiwmess. Had he been unacquainted with the 
vritingQ of modem Universalists, he should not have 
undertaken to write against Universalism, without 
first obtainii^ the necessary information. If be haA 
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a knowledge of thoie writings, he was guiky of ines-> 
cusable di9ingenuou8ness in omitting to notice that his 
opponents almost ttniformly deny the application of 
every one of the texts he has quoted under this head, to 
the eternal destiny of men, that thev apply them all 
to the present state of being. The rules of logic 
would allow me to drop this position here, until some 
attempt be made to sustain the application he has 
made of those texts. But perhaps it may be profitable 
to spend a little time in proving a negative. 

The resurrection mentioned m the twelfth chapter 
of Daniel, was to take place at a particular time ; 
" at that time" &c. What time } The prophet Dan- 
iel was a Jew — ^to him, the people to whom the sub- 
ject applied^ were repeatedly called "thy people'* — 
i. e. Jews. The time designated in the twelfth chap- 
ter by the phrase " that time," was ealled "the time 
of the end" in the eleventh chapter. Ertd of what.^ 
The end of the le^ dispensation. See the 31st 
verse of the eleventn chapter where mention is made 
of "the abomination which maketh desolate,*' which 
Christ applies to the Romans, by whom Jerusalem 
was <lesiroyed at the end of the age'. See Math. 
!^4. 15. Daniel says "and there shall be a time of 
trouble such as never was since there waff a nation" 
&c. For the application of this see Math. 24. 21. 
For the time or the fulfilment oi tie prophecy of 
Daniel see Math. 24. 34. " This generation shall 
ifot pass tin all these things be fulfilled." The res- 
Qtrectioii was therefore not literal^ bat figurative re- 
lating parti^xitatrl^ to the eondilien of the Jews at tiie 
pndM^ whiti their belpt^d dty lirai desfi^yed, and 
^f W#re aealti^ec} abroM amongst- the Gentiles.-^ 



Awaking to -everlastiagiile" relates to the foith ol* 
the gospel, John 5. 24. "He that heareth my word, 
&c. — hath everlasting life" — ^not shall have in a fu- 
ture state ; but in the present time, "hath everlasting 
life." Awaking " to shame and everlasting con- 
tempt" is expressive of the condition of the unbeliev- 
ing Jews. In Jer. 23. 40. the same subject is 
spoken of, "And I will bring an everlasting reproach 
upon you and a perpetual shame, which shall not be 
forgotten." The scriptural meaning of the word ev- 
erlasting may be easily understood by observing that 
the land of Canaan was promised to the seed of A- 
braham-"for an everlasting possession," Gen. 17. 
8. and tha^ they have long since ceased to possess 
it. At the day of Pentecost, thousands of Jews a- 
woke to "everlasting life" communicated through the 
gospel. If the phrase "them that sleep in the dust 
of the earth," be thought. a very strong figure of 
speech ; for a parallel, see the 37th chapter of Eze- 
kiel, where the word "graves" is used in a similar 
manner. The same figurative resurrection is doubt- 
less mentioned in ths fifth chapter of John's gospel. 
For an account of a resurrection into a future state of 
being, see the 15th chapter of Paul's first Epistle' to 
the Vox,, and Christ's reply to the Sadducees, Math. 
22d chapter and Luke 20th chapter. 

In Mr. P's, imagination, the harmony of heaven 
is increased by being " contrasted with the ceaseless 
wail and Uasphemies of the damned" — ^he considers 
the contrast grand, glorious and complete, But 
rhapsody is nei&er argument nor evidence. 

3. He says, *^a thjrd class of passages which afiord 
ground tor a direct argument, is found in those whidi 

B 
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represent men as in danger of eternal punishment.'* 
On this argument, he quotes but three passages. 1. 
"He that shall blaspheme against the Holy Ghost 
hath never forgiveness, but is in danger of eternal 
damnation," Mark 3. 29. He says nothing upon 
this passage, except to ask the following questions, 
viz. " Now I ask how it is possible that any one 
should be in danger of eternal damnation, if there be 
no such thing ? Can men be in danger of evils that 
do not exist } In reply, I inquire how is it possible 
that Mr. P. should have been so blinded by preju- 
dice as to ask such questions ? How a man, who has 
a knowledge of the classics, and officiates as a public 
teacher of religion can make such mistakes, and yet 
be honest, we know not. If he had looked into his 
Greek Testament, he would have seen that the 
phrase rendered " eternal danmation" is aioniou 
kriseaSy which does not necesgwrily signify endless 
suffering. The word kriseos, damnation, is equiva- 
lent to condemnation or punishment. The word 
(Uwnou is equivalent to long, lasting ; or according 
to scriptural usage, everlasting. Parkhurst in his 
Greek Lexicon on the words aion and aiordas^ says, 
the Hebrew word oHm answers as the correspondmg 
word for these two words in the Greek oi the se* 
venty "which words denote time hidden from man, 
whether mdejmte or defiaxte^ whether past or fu- 
ture." Professor Stuart commenting on Micah 5. 
1. says, "the word Kedesh^xA od^ rendered by 
Turretine, eternity, are Vke the Greek awn^ that 
also signifies any thing ancient, whidi has endured, 
or is to endure for a longpriod. The question when 
these wcvds are to have the sense of ancient- or very 
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old, 13 always to be determined by the nature of the 
ca8«, i. e. by the context." Admitting the correct- 
ness of Protessor Stuart's rule, let us look at the 
nature of the case. Concerning ^%e blasphemy a- 
gainst the Holy Ghost'' Christ was addressing Jews, 
rarkhurst says **aion in the Seventy generally an- 
swers to the Heb. oHmy'*^ &c. In the Old Testa- 
ment, from which the Jews received their religious 
instruction, the Hebrew word olim was not only not 
used to signify endless punishment in a future state, 
but was used in relation to things of a temporal na- 
ture — oHm is rendered by the words perpetual, ev- 
erlasting, forever, forever and ever. " Perpetual 
statute," Ex. 29, 9. " Everlasting possession,'* 
Gen. 17. 8. "Thy servant forever," Deut iS. 17. 
"Forever and ever," Jer. 7. 7. Let the phrase "e- 
ternal damnation" be considered equivalent to "ev- 
erlasting punishment," i. e. a punishment as durable 
as the nature of the case will admit, and it will fur- 
nish no real objection against the doctrine that " the 
Lamb of God • • • taketh away the sin of the world," 
without exception. We sha3l say something relative 
to the forgiveness of " the blasphemey against the 
Holy Ghost" in our reply to Mr. P's fourth class of 
texte. 

He next quotes Heb. 12. 15. "lest any man fail 
of the grace of God." The Apostle left out one 
word which should have been inserted, if he meant 
to state any thing to Mr. . P^s purpose — ^that word is 
endlessly » If the Apostle haa said " lest any man 
endlessly fail of the grace of Grod," we should be o- 
blised in candor, to admit it as evidence of never- 
-ending wo. As it is, it afibrds no such evidence. — 
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Every rational being must perceive there is a great 
difference between failing of the grace of Goa, at 
'any particular time, and.failingof that grace, finally 
or eternally. In the present time, every one fails 
of the grace of God, who does not enjoy it. 

The, next, and only text adduced by our opponent, 
under this head is, Math. 10. 28. " P ear not 
them which kill the body, butjare not able to kill the' 
soul ; but rather fear ^ him which is able to destroy 
both soUl and body in hell." This, he thinks, " is 
decisive." But he depends entirely upon prejudice 
and assertion. 1. It is not clear and indisputable 
that the object of fear spoken of, in this passage, is 
God. It does not say God is able to destroy," 
&c. In Terse 17 it is said "beware of men" i. e. 
those who are not iij authority — "fi?r they will deliv- 
er you up to the counctfo" &c. In the 31st verse 
where direct reference is made to God, the disciples 
were exhorted, " Fear ye not therefore" &c. that 
is, do not fear that God will abandon or finally injure 
you. If we make the object of fear spoken of in the 
28th verse, to be the divine Being, how are we to 
reconcile the two passages ? To whom then* does 
the Saviour refer as .the object of fear in the 28th 
verse ? Probably he referred to the presiding officer 
of the Sanhedrim, or grand council of the Jewish na- 
tion. Josephus says "It is here worth our while to 
remark that none could be put to death in Judea, but 
by the approbation of the Jewish Sanhedrim, there 
being an excellent provision in the law of Moses, 
that even in criminal causes, and particularly where 
life was concerned, an appeal should lie from the les- 
ser councils of seven in the other cities to the Su^- 
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preme oouncil of Serenty one, at Jerasalem.^' Ant. 
vol. 3, ch. 9, pAge 151. The Sanhedrim had pow- 
er to destroy '*both soul and body in Gehenna i. e. 
the valley of Hinnom, which we shall soon more fully 
explain. 2. But if we suppose God the object of 
fear in the passage under consideration, we do not 
&id it asserted that he mil " destroy both soul and 
body in hell" — ^but he is abie &c.,**Grod is able 6[ 
these stones to raise up children unto Abraham."-^ 
Maiii. 3, 9 ; but we do not leam that it was ever hii 
toifltodoit. 3. But suppose God should "cfe^roy 
footii soul and body in helP or in any place— then 
neither soul nor body would remain, either to suffer 
or enjoy any thing. Soul and body would be anm' 
hiiated, Mr. P. says *^We take it for granted that 
the doctrine of annihilatMm is not here taught."-^ 
Wliat propriety was there in his taking for granted a 
point of such importance ^ None at all. If his 'Me- 
-cisive'* tejst proves any thing un&vorable to Uni- 
versalism, it must be annihilation ; our champion 
for endless wo was so sensible of this, that he 
not only took it for granted that it did not mean an- 
nihilation ; but that it did mean endless suffering ! 
He also took it for granted that heli is in a future 
^tate of being — he nas furnished no proof of it.— 
Clffist never teught that hell is beyond the grave — 
David says " thou hast delivered my soul nom the 
lowest hell.'' Was David in this world, or the next, 
when he used that language ? 

There are four different words in the original lan- 
guages which are rendered hell in our English Bi-* 
bles in common use viz. Sheol^ Hades^ Tartarns 
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and Gehenna.* Critics now gene^lly agree that 
neither Sheoly Hades nor "Tartarus was ever ised 
byjiny sacred writer to communicate the idea of end- 
less suffering — ^and therefore should not have been 
translated hell. But our business at this time is to 
show the signification of Gehenna^ for that is the ori- 
ginal word rendered hell in the passage which we are 
investigating. Concerning the word Gehenna^ Dr- 
Campbell says "It is originally a compound of the 
two Hebrew words Cre, nmnom^ the valley of Hin- 
nom, a place near Jerusalem, of which we hear first 
in the book of Joshua 15, 8. It was there that the 
cruel sacrifices of children were made by fire to Mo- 
loch, the Ammonitish idol, 2. Chron. 23, 6.^' The 
Dr's. opinion that Gehenna is used '^ in the New 
Testament to denote the place of future punishment^' 
is entirely without evidence. Parkhurst speaking 
of Gehenna says it is '*a corruption of the two He- 
brew words bk a valley, and Mnnom the name of 
a person who was once the possessor of it. This 
valley of Hinnom lay near Jerusalem, and had 
been the place of those abominable sacrifices, in 
which the idoliatrous Jews burned their children alive 
to Moloch, Baal, or the Sun. A particular place in 
this valley was called Tophet," &c. He also says 
"A Gehenna of fire. Mat. 5, 22, does, I apprehend, 
in its outward and primary sense, relate to that 
dreadful doom of being burnt alive in the valley of 
Hinnom." Cruden says " It is thought that Taphet 
was the butchery, or place of slaughter at Jerusalem, 

♦ See Balfour's excdllent ** Inquiry" into the 
8i£QificatloD of those words. 
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lying to the south of the city, in the valley of the 
children of Hinnom. It is also said, that a constant 
fire used to be kept there, for burning the carcasses 
and other filthiness, th^t was brought thither frolfi the 
city. It was in the same place that they cast away 
the ashes and remains of the images of false gods, 
when they demolished their altars, and broke down 
their statues." Isa says 30, 33. "For Tophet is 
ordained of old ; yea for the king it is prepared ; he 
hath made it deep and large. The pile thereof is fire, 
and much wood ; the breath of the Lord like a stream 
of brimstone doth kindle it." Crnden further says 
"others think the name of Tophet is given to the val- 
ley of Hinnom, because of the sacrifices that were of- 
fered there to the god Moloch, by beat of drum, which 
in Hebrew is called Toph. It was in this manner 
that those sacrifices were offered. The statue oC 
Moloch was of brass, hollow within, with its arms 
extended, and stooping a little forward. They light- 
ed a great fire within the statue, and another before 
it : They put upon its arms the child they intended 
to sacrifice, which soon fell into the fire at the foot 
of the statue, putting forth cries, as may easily be 
imagined. To stifle the noise of these cries, and 
bowlings, they nale a great rattling of drums and 
other instruments, that the spectators might not be 
moved with compassion at the clamours of these mis- 
erable victims." Caltnet gives a similar account of 
Tophet, the valley of Hinnom and the horrid cruelties 
practiced in the worship of the idol Moloch. We 
have positive proof that Gehenna, or the valley of 
the son of Hinnom is in this world, in the book of 
Joshua 15, 8. " And the border went up by the 
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valley of the son of Hifmom unto the south side of 
the Jebusite, the same is Jerusalem." For further 
confirmation of this important truth, see the 7th and 
19th chapters of the propheqy of Jeremiah. The 
■word Gehenna is found in the New Testament 
twelve times only, it was always addressed to the 
Jews. ' Nothing is said of Gehenna to the Gentiles. 
This word is found Mat. 5, 23—30 ; Mat. 18, 9 ; 
Mark 9, 43—47 ; Luke 12, 5 ; Math. 10, 28 ; 
Mat. 23, 15, 33 j and James 3, 6. What now has 
become of Mr. P's "decwit?€," text ? When he 
says God can leave the soul " in sinking, hopeless, 
-dying, agony" — ^when he intimates that God mil do 
this ; we are induced to ask, do christians worship the 
true God who is "good to all" — or do they worship 
a Moloch y burning with immortal vengeance, and 
pouring the sulphureous streams of never ending 
wrath on millions of his own creatures ? 

4. We now come to his fourth and last class of 
texts, which, he says, "represents the punislmient of 
some men as remediless." Under this head our au- 
thor refers to James 2, 13. "For he shall have 
judgment without mercy, that hath showed no mer- 
cy." But this is nothing to his purpose, for a man 
may have judgment without mercy in a certain sense 
and at a particular time, and yet not be excluded 
from mercy ever afterwards. The remaining part of 
the.passage to which he referred is, " and mercy re- 
joiceth against judgment." Mr. P. again refers to 
the blasphemy against the Holy Ghost. See 
Mat. 12 ; Mark 3, and Luke 12th chapter. His 
object m this instance is, to show that the olasphemy 
s^gainst the Holy Ghost canoot be forgiven. It is 
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true the blasphemer could not be forgiven during a 
certain period of time. But his forgiveness is not 
eternally prohibited, as may be seen by a careful at- 
tention to the several scriptural phrases used in rela- 
tion to it. "It shall not be forgiven him, neither in 
this world, neither in the world to come." Locke 
says "In the writings of the New Testament aion 
outes this world, commonly signifies the state of 
mankind before the publication of the gospel, as con- 
tradistinguished to the evangehcal state or constitu- 
tion, which is commonly called aion melion, the 
world to come." Pierce says, " The world or age 
to come is a Hebrew phrase, and signifies the times 
of the Messiah, ouhn eba.'*'* Macknightj \^hitbyj 
Dr. (hoen^ Parkhurst and many others agree in the 
explanation of the phrases "this world and the world 
to come, with the quotations I have made from 
Locke and Pierce. "It shall not be forgiven him, 
neither in this world or age, i. e. the dispensation of 
law then drawing to a close ; neither in the world, 
or age to come," i. e. the age of the Messiah during 
which miracles were wrought. "He that shall blas- 
pheme • • • • hath never forgiveness, but is in danger 
of eternl!il damnation," Mark 3, i. e. while a blas- 
phemer,, he cannot be forgiven but will be exposed 
to condemnation as lasting as the nature of the case 
will admit. It shall not be forgiven." Luke 12; 
i. e. according to the limitation already given res- 
pecting this sSbject in Mat. We have no reason to 
believe that the blasphemy against the Holy Ghost 
can be committed at this age of the world. It was 
committed by Jews who witnessed the miracles 
Avrought by Christ, and maliciously ascribed them to 



*^the prince of the devils." That the period will 
come when all the Jews shall be forgiven is plain, 
for '^all Israel shall be saved" Rom. chapter 11. 

Mr. P. next quotes Prov. 29, 1 ; "shall suddenly 
}je destroyed and that without remedy." But this 
destruction is not said to be in a future life, nor is it 
said to be final : what then does it prove ? If the 
B\\Ae taught endless misery as plainly as our modem 
preachers do, such passages as that which I have just 
noticed would never have been quoted by Mr. P. 

We are then referred to PhU. 3, 19 ; " Whose 
end is destruction," — and Heb. 6, 8. "Whose end 
is to be burned." On these passages Mr. P. says 
" If it should be said that these texts do not mean the 
litst end of the wicked, the remark is without proof." 
To which I reply. If it should be said, these texts 
do mean the last end of the wicked the remark is 
without proof ! Mr. P. says " As well might we 
say that Rom. 6, 22 ; ye have your fruit unto holi- 
ness, and the end everlasting life, means not the 
last end of the righteous." We grant it. That 
mankind do enjoy everlasting Hfe through faith, while 
in this- world, is perfectly clear ; "He fljat believeth 
on me Hath everlasting life." John 6, 47. We 
have now carefully examined Mr. P's direct argu- 
ments from the scriptures, in favor of endless misery ; 
and if we are not grossly deceived, they have vanish- 
ed like "tjie baseless fabric of a vision," leaving not 
a wreck behind. If eternal misery were sincerely 
believed, and its "proper influence" felt, the result 
would be fanaticism, insanity and despair. 



*• As music fills the grove, 
When stormy clouds are past ; 
Sweet antKems of redeeming love. 
Shall all employ at last. 

RedeemM from death and sin. 
Shall Adam's numerous race, 
A ceaseless song of pndse be'gin^ 
And shout redeeming grace. '* 



SERnON II. ^ 

The simple believeth every toord : but the prudent 
man looketh well to his going.^^ Prov, 14, 15. 
It may be very questiouable, whether, accord- 
ing to Mr. Parker ^< superstition and scepticism" 
are both '' founded in credulity." The justly- 
celebrated Claude thinks superstition usually 
springs from servile fear, an inclination to idola- 
^ry^ hypocrisyy or presumption. Scepticism is 
doubt, indecision or unbelief. While therefore 
superstition may be produced by credulity, or 
easiness of belief; scepticism (or skepticism) ev-* 
idently proceeds from an opposite principle viz. 
an aversion to believi' any thing. But whatever 
may be tbe ori^n of superstition or skepticism, 
we agree with Mr. P. that both are evils y produc- 
tive of much misery amongst mankind. 

We are pleased to learn that Mr. P. considers 
it the right and the duty of men to think for 
themselves, study the word of God, learn its doc- 
trines and practice its precepts. In the exercise 
of this acknowledged right, we proceed to exam- 
ine his second Lecture. 

' He thinks there is too much pretension to free 
inquiry, and too little exertion in the attainment 
of the knowledge of the truth. To this senti- 
ment, we give our unqualified approbation. But 
•we have never before heard it suggested that U- 
niversalism proceeds from a want of exertion in 
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acqairiog a knowledge of the tratb ; or that U^ 
niversalists have never seen their reasonings 
^Uhoroughly examined." It may be expected 
that Mr. P. has given those ^reasonings,' what he 
considers a thorough examination. He very just- 
ly says, ^'the main arguments in favor of univer* 
sal salvation are drawn from four sources. 

1. From the justice of God. 

2. From the universal goodness of God. 

3. From the atonement of Christ. 

4. From direct scripture testimony." 

1. We shall notice his examination of the afo 
guments of Universalists drawn from the justice 
of God. On this point, he quotes a definition of 
justice from the chevalier Ramsey, a learned 
Scotchman, who was bom in 1686. This he 
does on the authority of Dr. Bdwards, who wrote 
against Dr. Chauncey of Boston. Why did Mr. 
p. go. back to an author who wrote a whole cen- 
tury since ? Was it becaude the langua|;e of that 
author was more to his purpose, than any thing 
he could find of a more' recent date ? Are not 
Hving authors who have written in favor of Uni* 
versalism, entitled to the notice of such men •as 
Mr. P. ? The definition quoted from Ramsey 
is the toUowing, *^ Justice is that perfection ^ 
God, by v^hich he endeavours continually to 
make all intelligences just." Now the truth is, 
Universalists draw an argument in favor of thek 
sentiments from the justice of Qod : but that ar- 
gument is not founded on Ramsey's definition aa 
quoted above. We conaider that definition de- 
fective. We add to it the foUovring. God <* » 
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Jut pioceedii^ with l^ ereatims.''^ If the |ba- 
tice of Ood coaakts in Iub being peffeeUj just in 
Unielf uid al0o ia his e ri e e Te r ipg to moke 
aU inleUigraeea jmt ; how is Mr. P. to evade 
A» foroe of the vgammi^ whidi Umveiwlitto 
drew fiom the jiMitiee of God ? It will be per- 
eeived that all he says on thb ^nt, is feuaded 
m a deimtioii of justice, which is impeffeet, 
aad is aot relied upon br UniTenalists in |en« 
end. If the justice of God seeks to render all 
aien Jns^if die puiposes of God must be ae- 
ooBiplidied, will not dl men be just? <^ The law 
is holf * and the eonmandment holy utijmai aod 
Mod,'' Rom. tf 12. A eeitaai lawyer asked 
•Christ ** which is the gieat easBmandmsnt in tbtt 
Jaw?" ^ses said unto him, thott shaillore the 
Jiord thy God with dl tlqr heart, and with dl thy 
aonl, and with aH % mind. Hiis is the first 
suid i^at commandment And the seoond is 
likeunto it| thou shak love thy neighbor as Hgrw 
self • On these two commandments hang aft Ihe 
kwatid the pr^hets," Mat. ft3,86-^-40L The 
law of Ood which injml^ is binding on ail amai 
beingSi requires simreme krre to God and «n»- 
versd love to mankind, and mmt be fu^UmL 
f< Till heaven and earth pam, one jot or one tiMle 
shall in no wise pass from die law, till ail be fnl^ 
jfiUedk" It cannot be pretended &al the law is 
not binding ondl intelligenoes; for, if not, those 
,00 whom it is not obligatory, wonld l>e abeelfed 
1^ theil* attetUmceto Ood— tfiey would not be 
xeqpttMible.beings^or whcm no law isf ttoe 



if DD iuoMgNaaiM. U canBol iM^ pietoiiM, the 
hw tea not nqake that we sfamld love 6o4 
wUh dl our heats and our neuhhon a» om* 
flefanei ; for tfmt would eontradiet uhritt. Itean* 
not be pretended that the law will not befolfil* 
kd^ for that would also eontradiet Christ So 
bag as there is the least injnstiee aatongst nan* 
Uod^ Ae law is not fuliHed in **eveiy jot and 
tittk.'^ When Christ sfaaH have fulfiited the 
law bjT sobdning all hearts to himself^y re- 
moving ain and enmity from the moral ereatioa, 
we hops Mr. P. will be perfectly satisfied* If it 
be aaid, Christ folffls the law for men : we reply, 
then that bw ean teqiiire noAing more of men, 
nnfess it should require something mon than to 
be lialfilkd. .bis cmitnuy to reason, justice and 
seriptore, to suppose tmj moral being n esonerat* 
cd mm duty because another being has done bis 
duty. It is4» easy to prove from scripture, that 
Christ will go to heaven for us; as tluit be will 
Imre God w& all the heart and his neighbors as 
himself £or ns, i. e* in out stead. If ueh more 
au^ifht be ^^oitaUy said on tfab particular, but 
«e moat pass to notice Mr. P's arguments in re- 
kdon to diseipKnary ponishment. He endeav« 
cm ^tosbow that justice requires someAing more 
AsD a mere disciplitte, intended foi the good of* 
the eifender." 

1. Our author contends that <^ if all punish* 
ment is inflicted for this end''-4. o. the good of 
the punished, ^^then pufdakment is not on the 
wholo, a reel sail." VerytMie. But there may 
be ^^pailial mV^ pradnettv^ of ^^unlvevsal goei.^ 



Auj^KMe there ift reai eviiyi. e. permanent, or 
endless evil in the univevse, asuottheaharactei* 
ef the Supreme Ruler oi all thmgs ttiiafoidably 
impeached ? Imperfect workmen prodnee tmper* 
feet work. But a perfect workman will produee 
perfect work ; however imperfect it may appear 
befoie it hjniahed. If there be real evil in the 
universe, then there is real evil in the Author of 
the universe i Will not Mr. P. be startled at 
bis own sentknents ? If an endless evil exist, 
^oes it' not exist, either by the appointment, or 
permisdon of Gkid ? To say God appointed an 
endless eyil, would he to say he is an evil Being, 
which certainly appears to be blasphemous.-— 
To say he permitted it, when he had power to 
prevent it, is equally irreverant. To say be* 
eould not prevent it, is to deny the power of Om- 
nipotence. It is plain therefore that no being but 
MaxinfinUe devil could be the author of infinite e- 
"vil : and no such being exists. We consider the 
history of Joseph and his brethren, a perfect illos- 
tration of all the evil that ever has existed, does,* 
or ever will exist in the moral creation — by the 
over ruling Providence of Gk)d, all terminatiog in 
the. greatest good of all concerned. 

Mr. P. says, if all punishment be disciplinary 
then ^^all the threatningsof Gtod's word, amount 
eimply to thisr-^f you sin> • • -you shall be put 
uoder.the best possible means to reclaim and 
^render you happy." Very well. Infinite good^ 
xiesStalways make& use of f^. the best possible 
jfteans" to render all beings hvppjj whether they 
be aiaful or not. We cannot perceive how any oth* 



«r coiiM can be oonaifltent widi the difmeper* 
fcclinM. AMading to Mr. P. iheie caa be ««no 
cane at all" vBlefls it be eMifeffs. We will then 
aeeoflunodale hon with a eane from whieh he 
eaiBot plead ezeoi^tieii, aad leave it fv him to 
deteradiie whether it be endless or net <<C v- 
tnd ia every oiie that eontiBiieth not in dl thinga 
^Udi are written in tte book of the law to 
do than." Gal. 3, 10. A cnne is that which 
produces misefy for the time being. But to pre* 
lend that nothing is a enrsei unless it Aall be 
eternally endured, is quite as absurd as to say^ 
no man has a fit of siekneas, unless tormented 
with aeute disease during the vhok of his mor« 
tallife! 

a. Mr. P. aqrues thus; because salration is of 
^iie^--bec«ttse there is no grace << in saving one 
fiom fartherpunisbment after he has suflfeiod all 
dial whidi the kw demands," therefore Ihe law 
or justice of l>od requires something more than 
a discipliDAry punishment He says ** if salu** 
taiy chsiStisement be all the puidshment due to 
sin, the offimder after enduring this chasi^menty 
cannot ask for deliverance and salvation as a fih 
aor, without demding himself." We will en- 
devvor to assist nis mind on this point* While 
it would be Qianifest ervdiy to punish any one 
aK»e than would be for his benefit; Justice re- 
^oirea that every cue should receive all the pun* 
ishment he deserves, and dl that will A> him 
imy good-— and mercy never wiU oppose such a 
mmishment. The justiee and mercy of God 
McaMfiise in Ae sdyatien of Ae human race. 

c» 



1)1^.^ P* savg the oilfiiider ^' caaaot ask for deUv**. 
erance and salvation as a /aoor" &c. He bas 
here blended two very distinct ideas^ and treated 
tbem as tbougb they v^ere one and the same.^ 
That the offender, after enduring all the punisb- 
vient which he .deserves and 'all that will be. 
beneficial to him, cannot consistently ask for de- 
liverance from suffering or punishment as a favor j 
1. admit. But can he not consistently ask for 
salvation as a favor ? Most certainly he can. 
All that he has a right in justice to demand is a 
deUveranct from svffenr^f which might be efllect-- 
ed bv ANNIHILATION ! He could not in justice 
require salvation or eternal life. He could not 
ask for salvation as a reward for his sufferings.' 
For eternal life, which is the unmerited gift of 
God through Christ ; he is entirely dependent on 
the unpurchased, free, unbounded grace of God. 
Jesus Christ saves men by the ii:ee favor of God, 
not in violaHon of justice^ but atrcording to its 
cttmal requisition. Mr. P's similitude of asking 
deliverance from ^^confinement in the county 
jsdl " does not apply to his subject. Bectmse af- 
ter the culprit has suffered the term of conftne- 
uient for which he was senten<;ed, he has a natu- 
ral and undeniable right to the blessings of lib- 
erty, as much as any unoffending citizen* But 
the sinner, after suffering the punishment due to 
fiin^ has no right to salvation. '^ Salvation is of 
the Lord." 

3. Mr. P. arguesthat sinners cannot sufferall. 
the punishment the law requires because they 
txeforgiifen. fie says, << forgiveness implies that 
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the BiDiier forgiven is not punished in Lis own 
person according to law and justice." Then law 
and justice are violated ! It is a fundamental er- 
ror, common to all partial systems of salvation 
that God is at war with himself — ^that mercy de« 
mands what justice will not allow— -that as jus-* 
tice and mercy cannot hoth be exercised towards 
tte same creatures, the human race will be di- 
vided, one part becoming the subjects of an tm* 
just mercyj and the other part the victims of a 
merciless justice! Where does Mr. P. learn 
that ^'forgiveness implies that the sinner forgiven 
— ^is cot punished according to law and jus- 
tice ?" Certainly not from the bible. By what 
authority does he teach a world of sinners that 
they shall not be punished ^^ 'according to their, 
works?" Certainly not by the authority of God; 
for the scriptures explicitly teach the following 
sentiment, " whosoever doeth wrong shall receive 
for the wrong done." Forgiveness is the exer- 
cise of divine mercy to those who can neither 
produce that mercy nor save themselves ; but it 
never delivers any from the punishment they de- 
serve ; because justice and mercy are not oppo- 
sing, but harmonizing attributes. ^' Thou vv ast 
a (^d who forgavest them, though thou tookest 
vengeance of their inventions " P's. 99, 8. 

4. Mr. P. says, "Christ is abundantly represen- 
ted in the scriptures as delivering men from the 
curse of the law." If by "delivering men from 
the curse of the law," he intended delivering 
them from the just punishment of their sin, (as 
he probably did) then I deny that any such sen- 



uUm^m^mBaHe. Tadelivcr • diiid 

woqIiI be Id violite the kw of die peieDt To 
deBirer him horn tfi oft ed l f cc would be to make 
him hoBor and fulfil the kw of his parent. 
<^Tboa dmlt call his naaM Jetot for he shall 
mrehis people ^hM tAeirsias'' — not firmnjas*- 
tiee. Mr. P. sajs ** die argoment whidi 1 am 
DOW opposing, asserts that all men will be saved, 
ieeaosetbecnne of the law is only so mnchpiin- 
ishmeot as will answer the porpooe of salutaiy 
diseiplioe and lead the soul to repentance." 
This is incorrect. The argoment he was oppo- 
sing, asserts no sndi idea. It does not pretend 
that any will be saved ^^ by enduring the full 
cone of the law." The doctrine of disciplina- 
ry poDishment admits of the exercise of justice 
and mercy towards every sinner. *< The wages 
of sin is death, hut the gift of God is etaroal life, 
through Jesus Christ our Lord." Rom. 6, 23. 
This death being temporary^ every sinner may not 
only receive his wages, but also, the gift of God. 
Man needs no ^^ deliverance from the means of 
repentance " — the bible teaches no such deliv- 
erance — Universilists believe in no such deliver- 
ance,and we would thank Mr. P. to be more par- 
ticular to state our arguments correctly. In what 
manner does Christ save men from the curse of 
the law? Answer, by the power and influence of 
grace and truth, he saves them from the love and 
practice of sin ; and when any one is saved from 
the commJsstofi of sin, he is saved from all die 
misery, punishment or evrss; attendant upon ini- 
quity when committed. 



53 

5.>Ir. P. sAiyS; ^^ that the law threatens a much 
flcverer punishment than any mere salutary dis- 
cfplioe is evident also from the very terms used." 
% then notices such expressions as the folloW'- 
jsg,accursed — cursed children — ^wrath — fiery in- 
dignation — wrath without mixture, &c. These 
expressions he thinks incompatible with parental ^ 
kindness, or a punishment merely disciplinary. 
But did he mean to represent God to be destitute 
of parental kindness towards any of his crea- 
tures ? Could any demon do worse than to burn 
with implacable vengeance towards his own chil- 
dren ? The most dreadful curses denounced 
against sinners, ate compatible with the exercise 
of parental kindness on the part of the divine 
being -, or God is a revengeful being, whose char- 
acter cannot be safely imitated by an earthly pa- 
rent f Look at the curses threatened against 
God's chosen people as* recorded in the 29th 
chapter of Deut. Are they not compatible with 
parental kindness ? ^' But if the ministration of 
death, written and engraven in stones, was glo- 
rious, so that the children of Israel could not 
steadfastly behold the face of Moses for the glo- 
ry of his countenance, which glory was to be 
done away, how shall not the ministration of the 
spirit be rather glorious ? For if the ministra- 
tion of condemnation be glory, much more doth 
the ministration of righteousness exceed in glo- 
ry. For even that which was made glorious 
bad no glory in this respect, by reason of the 
glory that excelleth. For if that which was 
Hone away was glorious, much more that which 
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remaineth is glorious" 2d Cor 6, 7-— 14. The 
glorious ministratioD of death is to be aboUttbed 
— and will be succeeded bv the ministration of 
the spirit, whose efiulgent glory shall ecliptse the 
glory of the former, even as the twinkling star ia 
lost in the presence abd glory of the sun. But 
Mr. P. thinks '' a certain class of persons " wha 
are sinful are corrected on the principle of salu- 
tary punishment. For proof he quotes Heb. 
chapter 12, ^' whom the Lord loveth he chasten^ 
eth," &c. Does he not thus charge Ood with 
p€a'fiakty7 Why does God treat one class of 
sinn^ entirely different from another class ? It 
is truly humiliating to see the complacency with 
which vain mortals divide the human. species in* 
to different classes-*-carefully calculating them- 
selves among the favorites of heaven ! Sut lest 
there should be some mistake on this point, we 
will present him with i hoking^haa^ m which 
he may see himself. ^^ Now we know« that what 
soever the law saith, it saith tothem who are un- 
der the la^fv ; that ev€ry mouth may be stopped, 
and all the world may become guilty beforq 
Gk>d." Rom. 3, 19. 

Mr. P. says '^ It is sometimes necessary fii^i; 
kind parents to cast off* a child utterly and finals 
ly, for the good of the family " &c.. Why ? 
Because they are deficient in power to govern or 
reclaim the child. If they possess the power to 
jreclaim the child and still cast him off utterly^ 
we should justly consider them monsters in crur 
elty ! God is not wanting in power, will or means 
to reclaim every sinner. After referring to Bcu?^ 
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tm, vA6 gare sentence of death against his own 
sons Ibr a conspiracy, when as a magistrate he 
btd power to pardon them he says ^^ jnst so God 
is represented, as strugling between compassion 
and jnstiee, and as proceeding with reinctance to 
the execntion of nhimate and remediless judg- 
ment" By whom is God thus represented as at 
vitianee with himself? By the ad^Dcates of 
endless misery. But die scriptures do not so 
represent him. God is not divided against him- 
self. By representing God as *< struggling be<- 
tireen compassion and justice " he is degraded 
inio an ^^ image made like to corruptible man ;" 
whereas he is in reality << of one mind and none 
can turn Urn." ^ 

Mr. P^s recapitulation, on the 33, and 33 pa- 
ges €f bis book, we need not answer; for after 
atteoding to every particular which he has noti- 
ced, we have seen he has failed to show that 
juMce inquires any thing more than a discipline 
<< intended for the good of the offender " The 
justice of God certainly does not oppose, if it 
does not require the salvation of all mankind. 

1. Mr. P. says ^' It is said that there is not suffi- 
dent differenee between the most imperfect char- 
acter &i the righteous, and the best character of 
Ae wicked, to make it reasonable t9 doom one 
to eternal punishment and not the other. This 
aq^ument is destitute of force, if both desene 
eternal punishment, and one is forgiven,.and the 
o&er fklls under the sentence of the law. The 
argument ad you see, is a mere begging of the 
qaertiOD, as it takes fcr granted the very thing 
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in dispute, viz. that the sinner does not deserve 
eternal punishment." '* If both deserve eternal 
punishment." Why did he not attempt to prove 
that sinners deserve eternal punishment, instead 
of sitpposmg it ? It never has been, and we pre- 
sume never will be prov«!d that sinners deserve 
eternal punishment. '^ A mere begging of the 
question." This is a mistake ; the argument does 
not take it for granted that the ^f sinner does not 
deserve eternal punishment " — it merely affirms 
that to make one eternally miserable and not an- 
nother, when ihere is scarcely any perceptible, 
and but very little real difference of character, 
would be unreasonable, Universalists are not ac- 
customed to beg the question^ in dispute. We 
have already spoken of forgiveness. If all de- 
serve eternal misery and some are forgiven, and 
others never will be forgiven^ are they all trea- 
ted alike ? 

2. Mr. P. says,^Mt is argued that life is too sbort 
for a nian to contract guilt enough to deserve an 
eternal punishment." Though there is mani- 
festly a very great disproportion between the 
sins committed in this short life, and an eternity 
of suffering ; yet the shortness of human life, 
unconnected with any other consideration^ is not 
an argument relied on by Universalists to show 
that sinners do not deserve eternal punishment. 
We may therefore safely admit what Mr. P. con- 
tends for, viz. " that length of time has no ne- 
cessary connexion with the enormity" of guilt: 
because a man can commit a great crime in as 
short a time as may be required to commit a 
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small one. If man possess capaeUy to ecmmit a 
crime which deserves eternal pumshmeot, mor- 
tal life is ioDg enough to emable him to commit it 
But (be tfuUi is, man possesses.no sueh capacitjr* 
Mr. P. says ''The atrocity of crime dependa 
upon the importance of the hw, and the sacred- 
iiess of the authority which is vidiated " fcc. In 
Ibis definition one very important item is omitted| 
?iz. the capaoUy of the transgressor. An Idiio^ 
cannot violale any moral law. As every trans- 
gressor possesses limited powers only, he cannot 
justly deserve unHwUed punishment for the abosc 
of those Umiied powers. Mr. P. says ^And 
none will deny Aat this, (the everlasting favov 
of his Maker) is offered' to him, (man) in the 
gospel." In the Presbyterian confession of 
faith to which Mr. P. has solemnly subscribed 
before God and man, are the Ibilowing senti- 
ments. ''By the decree of God for the mani- 
festation of his glory, some men and angels are 
predestinated unto everlasting life, and others 
fore-ordained to everlasting death. These an- 
gels and men thus predestinated and foreM)rdain- 
ed; «re particularly and xinchangeablT designed; 
and their number is so certain and definite that 
it cannot he eidter increased or diminish^." Is 
it weakness, or wickedness— is it ignorance, or 
bypocri^, which induces a man to make solemn 
pmlession of £uth in such sentiments, and then 
0^ << God's eternal favor " to all men ? 

Mr. P. says << It is alleged that the crvature is 
finite, and therefore cannot deserve an en^ss 
pumshment." He says, '«to^is I r^ply tbat 1^ 
D 



38 

p^ttB of sinuiog ate not more limited than are 
his siuceptibiliiies of suffering, — ^hence^there us no 
more reason wby his punishment should not be 
endless, than there would be if his powers were 
indefinitely increased." Granted. Let the pow- 
ers of the sinner be increased ever so much, if 
those powers still fall short of infiniiy^ he cannot 
deserve infinite or endless punishment, & an in- 
finite beings having no superior, to whom he is in 
subjection — ^having no temptation irom widiout, or 
within himself, cannot commit sin. Mr. P's. 
argument therefore falls short of his object. Be- 
cause sinners live several years in this world 
without being reclaimed — and we do not deem 
this an impeachment of divine jlistice ; Mr. 
p. says, " God cannot be under any obhgation 
ever to reclaim them — there is no injustice in 
leaving them to live in sin and misery to* all eter- 
nity." But if God should Uavm them, strictly 
speaking, they would not live at all ! The sup- 
plorting power of God is constantly required to pre- 
serve existence. If any part of mankind be eter- 
nally miserable, God does not merely leave them 
—•he constantly exerts his power to sustain, and 
make them miserable. Is ther^ no injustice in 
this.^ There is positive injustice and cruelty in 
giving Hfe to a moral being, whose vrh(At exist- 
ence is worse than nothing. God certainly knew 
the final result of every creature's existence. 
The most malicious being could do no worse than 
to cau»Q life with the positive knowled^ tliat it 
would be pernetuated in endless agony. The 
justice as v^fl as goodn^s of God forbid our as- 
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cribing sttch conduct to him. Mn P's. argu« 
ment on this point is very much like the fol- 
lowing — ^if a man can live comfortably without 
food for the space of six hours — ^he can so live, 
ten, fifty, or^one hundred years ! He says '^ If 
iSien are saved because justice requires it, then 
there is no special &vor in their salvation, and 
BO forgiveness ; and no deliverance from the 
curse of the law through Christ." This would 
be eovrect if favor, grace or mercy w*ere opposed 
to justice — if forgiveness were a liberation from 
just punishment — ^if deliverance from the curse 
of the law were a deliverance from the penalty due 
to sin. But we have already shown that justice 
& mercy harmonize — ^forgiveness does not liber- 
ate the sinner from a just punishment — & deliver- 
ance from the curse of the law may consist in a 
deliverance from sin — consequently from the 
curses denounced against sin. Mr. P's con- 
clusion is therefore incorrect. 

Let us examine the design of puuishment* If 
God punishes, he must design it for the good^ or 
the injury of his creatures, i. e. if he has any 
design concerning it. If he has no design, why 
does he administer it ? To say that God, punish* 
es for the ultimate injury of nis creatures is to 
ascribe to him disgraceful malignity ! That Gk)d 
punishes for the good of his creaturei^ is the most 
consistent with his perfections and his word 
" Now no chastening for the present seemeth to 
be joyous, but grievous nevfertheless afterwards, 
ityieldeth the peaceable fruit of righteousness 
unto them which are exercised thereby." Heb. 
12. 11. 
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2. .Mr« P. takes notice of the argument in favor 
•f Unirersalism drawn from the universal good- 
aess of God, On this point, he introduces the 
name of Doctor Channcey, and quotes enough to 
fill about ten lines in ftiis sihall book, from 
Chauncey'a introduction. The amount of what 
he has quoted is, that some generally received 
doctrines should be renouncedk-and others, more 
bonorable to God and more comfortable to man, 
ahould be receiTed-— ^tkat it is difficult to recon- 
cile the doctrine of endless misery with the per- 
fection of the Deity. Will Mr. P. pretend this 
was the amount of Dr. C's. argument ? He 
will not. Why did he introduce Dr. C^s. name 
at all, unless to show that he had heard of it 
thremgh Dr. Edwards ? ** Mr. P. might as well 
hare omitted Dr. C's. name as to quote from 
him no more than he has. I hope he did not mean 
to give the intimation that Dr. C had said noth- 
ing more conclusive than that quotation. 

Mr. p. has also introduced the name of Whiston 
and quoted the following from him, '^ this doc- 
trine (eternal punishment) supposes God to de- 
light in cruelty." We suppose he meant William 
Whiston, the translator of Josephus, the author 
of a new theory of the earth, the successor of 

* About the middle of the last century Dr. C. 
was pastor of the first Congregational Church in 
Boston Mass. He possessed strong powers of 
mind and was led into the belief of universalism 
by studying the scriptures. In 1784 he published 
a learned and laborious work in faror of Univer- 
salism in London. 
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Sir Isaac Newton as professor of Mathemat- 
ics in the University of Cambridge Eng. who 
wrote extensively against eternal misery, and 
died in 1752. Mr. W. was a zealous opposer of 
the doctrine of endless misery, but it does not 
appear that he was an advocate for Universal 
salvation. 'His mind seems to have been unset- 
led on that subject. * We have noticed all Mr. 
P. has quoted from Mr. W. Mr. P. does not 
attempt to show that the doctrine of efernal mis- 
ery does not suj^pose God to delight in cruelty. 
He appears to have studied Universalism through 
the medium of authors who lived about a century 
since. We think it would have been profitable 
for him to pay some attention to more modern 
authors on diis subject. 

We refer back to the << reasonings just gone 
through with" ctHiceming the requisitions fof 
justice, with at much confidence as Mr. P. could 
possibly have done. Of the correctness of those 
xeaioniugs, the reader must judge. We do^not 
admit that *^ strict justice would doom some men 
to endless misery," we therefore do not plead for 
an unjust salvation. Mr. P. makes one excel- 
lent remark viz. ^^ justice is certainly consistent 
with goodness." Then justice n^ver required 
the endless misery of those who are to be saved. 
He says ^' it is said if God is good, we cannot 
conceive that he will leave any to eternal suffer- 
ing. We may just as well say, if Gk>d is good 
that we cannot conceive he will permit any real 

* See Modem Hist. Univ. p. 104. 
J>2 
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Buflbriflg in the universe : for if he can admit it 
for a day, a year, a life, he may on the same 
principle, an hundred years after death, and then 
another, and so on without end." According to 
this argument, if it is consiatent with goodness 
to amputate a limb for the purpose of restoring a 
man to health and usefulness ; it would be con- 
sistent with goodness to hew a man to pieces till 
dMth should result from the operation ! 

Since Mr. P. has not attempted to show that 
the eternal misery of some part of the human 
race will be for the greatest good of the universe; 
and has intimated tl^t if Uniyersalists can show 
that the good of the universe requires the hap- 

Siness, of each individual, the argument from 
ivine goodness will '^ amount to something" — 
it may be advisable to attempt such proof. We 
would not exclude <^ an eternal exhibition of di- 
rine justice;"but we would exclude an eternal ex- 
hibition of positive crueUy from the adn^inistration 
of Jehovah. The whole universe of intelligences 
is composed of individuals.and the highest happi- 
ness ot the universe, requires the greatest possi- 
Ue hapjnness of each individual composing the 
universe. To say Ood cannot make som^ as 
happy without, as with the misery of others,is to 
found the happiness of heaven upon the misery 
ef hell, which would probably suit the feelings 
of a real savage I It would not only limit the 
^ Holy one of Israel" to certain means of produ- 
cing hap^ness ; but would look very much like 
ffMio principHy begging the question in dispute, 
would be a^ absurd as to say Ood is the creator 
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•f ail meo, but aot of ereiy iudividaal ! T 
lu&trate this, suppose the uniFerse to coasi 
ten rational beings only, each capable of recei 
ftfty degrees of eDJoyment. . To produce 
greatest possible felicity of the ten, five huoi 
degrees of enjoyment must be received, or 
by each. Any thing short of this, would m 
the greatest possible good of the ten. If i 
supposed that five could receive the Bve hun 
degrees of enjoyment on condition that the c 
five should be perfectly miserable, then 
greatest possible good and the greatest poa 
evil of the whole ten,are one and the same ! 
cause if the greatest possible good of the w 
be consistent with the perfect misery of one 
— then the greatest possible evil of the w 
would be consistent with the perfect happi 
of one half ! 

Mr. P. in reply to the following, " It w 
not be acting like a father on earth, if Grod i 
to doom sinners to endless torment," says 
it like a father on earth, to inflict the tern] 
calamities which God often brings upon the 
dren of men ?'^ He then speaks of pov 
shame sickness, loss of reason, death, dn 
ing, burning &c. He says '^ What would 
think of ma if I should present such a stra 
declamation, to prove to you that God never 
bring such ealamities on men ? Yet the f 
ment would be just as good for the purpose, 
is to prove that God wiU not inflict eternal 
ishment upon some part of msAkind.'^ No ] 
•ctple can be clenrer Aan this y viz. an earthl; 
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tent will subject his cbild to any sufteriog which 
he is certain will be benefictal. No good parent 
will inflict any degree of misery upon a child for 
any other purpose. Why does not an earthly fa- 
ther consign bis children to poverty, shame sick- 
ness, loss of reason, an aiSicting death, drovirn- 
ing in the ocean, or perishing in flames? Be- 
cause he is not able to produce any beneflt to the 
child from such treatment. But will Mr. P. 
presume to say God can produce no benefit from 
every event of his providence towards every crea- 
ture he has made ? Will he charge God with 
positive cruelty towards any dependent being ? 
Will he say God unfeelingly inflicts an ^endless 
injury upon any creature, and thus disregards 
the principle on which all good parents act ^ 
Certainly,there is a very wide difference between 
any temporal calamity, even the keenest distress 
which shall terminate^ and never-ending agony 
which necessarily excludes its subject from aU 

Eossible good, but if all temporal misery shall 
e succeeded by imperishable enjovment, the 
boundless goodness of Almighty God shall burst 
forth upon a joyful universe in an undecaying 
blaze of unclouded glory ! Goodness delights in 
communicating happiness. If the goodness of 
God is infinite, it embraces all beings — ^if un* 
changeable, it will always continue*— if direetod 
b^ perfect wisdom, it cannot err — if accompa- 
nied by almighty power, all its designs must be 
accomplished. <' The Lord is good unto all and 
his tender mercies are over all bis works" Ps. 
145. ^* His mercy enduretb forever*' Ps. 107, 
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The infinite goodness of God would prohibit 
the creation of a single being, who should, by 
any possible means, suffer more than he enjoyed 
during the whole of his existence. 

3. We shall notice what Mr. P. says con* 
ceming the atonement. He concedes that 
Christ '^ has made an atonement for all men." 
In confirmation of this, he quotes several passa- 
ges such as, Christ ^' gave himself a ransom for 
all — is the propitiation for our ^ns, and not for 
ours only, but also for . the sins of the whole 
world" &c. He then asks, '' does this univer- 
sal atonement secure the salvation of all man- 
khid ?" Let it be distinctly understood that U- 
fiiversalists do not contend that Christ saves men 
from the curse of the law in any other way than 
by delivering them from their sins — we do not 
pi'etend '^ that men will be saved by enduring" 
any curse, but by the grace of God, therefore 
in thfe argument which we draw from the atone- 
ment of Christ, we do not give " up the ground 
that A salutary discipline is the whole curse of 
the law — ^that sinners may suffer all that the law 
requires in a limited time — that God would not 
begcod (i. e. universally good) if any be lost," 
as Mr. p. affirms. We give up no argument 
essential to the system we maintain, by advoca- 
ting the universality and efficiency of the atone- 
ment of Christ, and it was a manifest misrepre- 
sentation, on the part of Mr. P. to say we do 
thus give up those arguments. We do not say Mr. 
P. was aware of this^but we say, such is the fact. 
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Mr. P. says, '^ the atonement was not made 
to pardon and save men irrespeetive of their 
character, but rather to render it consistent to 
forgive sinners when they become believers." 
He probably understands the atonement accor- 
ding to the sense, in which it is usually explain- 
ed viz. " the satisfying divine justice by Jesus 
Christ giving himself a ransom for us, undergoing 
the penalty due to our sins, and thoroughly rc^- 
leasmg us from that punishment which God~ 
might justly inflict upon us." But we do not 
so understand the atonement. Rom. <5. 11, is 
t^he only place in which the word atonement is 
found in the N. T. and thkt text is proof positive 
against the modern doctrine of atonement. It is 
generally taught that God receives the atone- 
ment, his Justice is satisfied &c.— *-but the Apos- 
tle, speaking in the name of believers, says, 
^' we (not God) have now received the atone- 
ment." It is something received by men. What 
can it be ? The Greek word kat allagen render- 
ed atonement in Rom. 5, 11, occurs frequently 
in the N. T. and is rendered recfmdHatum* Dr. 
Adam Clarke says ^' It is certainly improper to 
translate kat allagen here,by atonement ,in8tead of 
reconciliation; as kattallaso signifies to reconcile & 
is so rendered by our tranMators in all places 
where it occurs." Atonement is reconciliation 
to God. No wonder then it produced joy in 
those who had received it. God is unchangea- 
ble ; consequently he was as much satisfied, 
from the countless ages of eternity , as he was after 
the death of Christ. Hence << God was in Christ 



47 

TecoQciliog the world unto himself 2, Cor, 5, 
19. and never till the world of mankind shall 
have received the atonement, or reconciliatioa, 
will the object of the mission of the Lord Jesus 
Christ be accomplished. It is plain therefore 
that the atonement being made for all, will be 
manifested to all in due time. 

We leave Mr. P. to reconcile his statement 

that Christ died ^' for the hardened reprobate as 

well as for the humble penitent with his owncou- 

fessionof faith"as well as he can. That confession 

says '^ Neither are any other redeemed by Christ, 

effectualiy called, justified, adopted, sanctified 

and saved, but the elect only* Mr. P. lajs 

much stress upon faith. Faith may justif be 

considered an exalted christian virtue productive 

of the purest joy. But why did he keep the 

Pinesbyteriau view of faith out of sight ^< The 

grace ef faith, whereby the elect are enabled to 

believe to the saving of their souls,is the work of 

the spirit of Christ in their hearts" &c. See 

«< Confession of Faith." Now if the spirit of 

Christ works fsith in th^ hearts of some smners, 

and not others, are all sinners treated alike ? 

Faith may be defined to be the exercise of the 

mind and feelings — ^but it can never create nor 

destroy any truth. If a part of the human race 

will be endlessly miserable, and if those who 

are doomed to be finally lost should have a cat- 

leet faith, oa the subject, they would bidieve in 

endless misery for themselves! If they should 

believe in Christ, it must be by the power of 

delusion ! God has, or has not giyen eternal 
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life to all men ia Christ. If he has, all must be 
brought to the knowledge and enjoyment of eter- 
nal life. If he has not, there is no truth on the 
subject, for every individual to believe ivhich 
can possibly be of any benefitr^ Mankind are 
often urged to believe, without being told whcU to 
believe. Should any one believe the sun remo- 
ved from the solar system ; his faith would not 
alter truth. ^^ What if some did not believe ? 
^Shall their unbelief make the faith of God with- 
out effect? God forbid," Rom, 3, 3. It is just 
as certain that God '< is the saviour of all men" 
(1, Tim, 4, 10) as it would be if all men were 
now saved — or now believed. " The wrath of 
Crod abidethi' on unbelievers ^ but if it abide on 
them etenvoJly, there would be no hope; for all 
have been unbeliev^s. 

Mr. p. quotes Gal. 5, 2, '^ if ye be circum- 
cised, Christ shall profit you nothing." But the 
apostle was evidently contrasting the gospel 
with the law of Moses. Why should Christ 
profit nothing? Answer. ^' For I testify again 
to every man that is circumcised that he is a 
debtor to do the whole law," verse 3. While any 
one trusted in the law of Moses Christ was o£ no 
avail *, but it was not even intimated that any 
should eternally trust in the Mosaic jaw. Mr. 
P. also quotes from Paul's Epistle to the Cor. 
lest through their example ^' the weak brother 
perish for whoin Christ aied." What are we to 
think of a man who will quote siush texts to prove 
endless misery ? *'The righteous perieheth and, 
nomaaby^tfa it to heart" Job, 67,1. Does 
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this mean that the righteous will be eternally 
miserable ? O superstition ! How blind are thy 
vofaries ! * 

Mr. P. quotes 1, Cor, 16, 22. "If any man 
love not the Lord Jesus Christ, let him be aaath- 
ma maranatha." This he expldins to be " ac- 
cursed when the Lord shall come," and there 
leaves it. By the phrase "accursed when the 
Lord shall come." Mr. P. undoubtedly means, 
final damnation at some coming of Christ, which 
is Jitture. Our principal objection to this con- 
struction is, that it makes Paul contradict him* 
^elf. Speaking of an excommunicated person, 
he says " to deliver such a one unto satan for 
the destruction of the Aesb, that the spirit may be 
saved in^the day of the Lord Jesus" 1, Cor, 5, 5. 
Anathema is a Syriac word that signifies accursed 
or separated. That this word does not signrfy 
endless misery is plain from the circumstance 
that Paul applied it to himself Rom, 9, 3, and 
BO man ever yet wished himself endlessly mis- 
erable. They who loved not Christ vere ana-' 
thama separated from believers, because they 
were deprived of the privileges of christian fel- 
lowship* Maranathaxs a syriac word which sig- 
nifies the Lord is coming. According to Chry- 
sostom it means the Lord is come already., 
Wakefield renders this passage thus " If any 
love not the Lord Jesus Christ, let him be sepa- 
rated from you. Our Lor^ is coming." What 
coming was intended ? Doubtless that mentioned 
James 5, 8, " The ecmiing of the Lord to des- 
troy Jerusalem, and to break the power of the 

E 
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Qobelieving part of tbe Jewish nation, draweth 
Z2igh." See a note in the Testament printed at 
Andoverin 1814. See also the EpisMes of Pe- 
ter and John concerning the coming of the Lord. 
4. We come now to notice what Mr. P. says 
relative to the direct testimony adduced by Uni* 
versalifits, from the Scriptures. He says, If 
these expressions" (eternal, everlasting, forev- 
er &c.) "do not prove the endless punishment 
of the wicked, then we cannot prove from the bi- 
ble that the happiness of the righteous or the er- 
istenee of God are" (is) " endless" There are 
no other words of higber jmport applied to them." 
We can easily give this statement a three-ibld 
refutation. 1. The statement is not true — the ori- 
ginal words rendered incorruptlble,immortal,end- 
less &c. are of higher import than the word render- 
ed' everlasting &c. '< After the power of zoes 
akatahtouj an endless life" Heb, 7, 16. 2. If 
the words eternal, everlasting &c. prove the eter- 
nity of punishment — they equally prove the eter* 
nily of the Mosaic Dispensation and Christianity 
is an imposition upon the world f 3. The nature 
of the subject must always determine the sense 
of equivocal words* The divine Ireing is neces*- 
sarily endless in his nature. The eternity gf his 
existence does not depend on the meaning of 
any wordy which mortals may amply to him. 
Therefore the words in question, when applied to 
God, should be nnderyitcM)d in the most unlimited 
sense. But when applied to jpunishment, they 
should be understood in a restricted sense — ^be- 
cause punishment is certainly ^nitedin Us nature-y 
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lessly excluded from mercy. Whether " Univer- 
sa.li8t [M^achers" know much or little concerning 
Grrcek, if they are careful to keep within the limits 
of truth, they will be much more fortunate than Mr.P. 
^hose misrepresentation of fact, we have just detected. 
When Mr.P. shall have shown that the words ren- 
dered hell in scripture mean any thing more than 
they primarily meant viz. the grave or the valley 
of Hinnom £tc; it will be necessary to reply to him. 
Xn what he has said on this point, there is nothing 
-which requires any reply. 

Our author first quotes Rom, 5, 18. << Therefore 
^8 by the offence of one'' &c. He says this "whole 
-chapter is taken up with a discussion of the method 
by which htUetieri are justified." What is that 
method ? See from verse 6 to 11 inclusive. "For 
if when we were enemies, we were reconciled io 
€rod hy the death of his son ; much more being rec- 
onciled, we shall be saved by his life." Men were 
9tnneT9 and enemies, consequently they were unbe- 
lievers when God commended his everlasting, all- 
purifying love to them, through Christ. He did not 
love them on account of their faith. On the contra- 
ry, they obtained faith by being made acquainted 
with God's character and purposes. K this is the 
method in which unbelievers become believers— it is 
clear as light, that unless all believers shall be 
brought to the knowledge of the truth, God is ^r- 
tiah Mr. P. says " The whole design of the A- 
postle is to show that phrist as efiectually secures 
the salvation of all who are united to. him as the 
fell pf Adam did, the fall and condemnation of 
,all that were nnitet^ to him." GrRnted. How 
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many then ^vere united to Christ ? He **^ is 
the image of the invisible God, the first bom 
of every creature Col, 1, 15. Whom he (God) hath 
appointed heir of all things" Heb, 1,2. " All things 
are delivered unto me of my father" Math, 11, 27. 
Christ is the head of every man." Any man of 
discernment must be strangely wedded to the tradi- 
tions of men, not to be able to see that Paul, in the 
6th chapter of Romans clearly states, that the curse 
introduced into the world " by one man" is no more 
extensive than the blessing introduced by Christ. 
The same all men who are the subjects of condenr 
ncUian, are the subjects of justification unto life, in 
the unalterable purpose of God. Tlie same ma" 
ny " who were made sinners" shall " be made 
righteous." Will Mr. P. deny the universal sin- 
fulness of mankind? He mi^ht with as much propri- 
ety as to deny the universality of divine grace. 

He next quotes Col, 1, 19, 20. " For it pleased 
the Father" &c. He thinks the phrase all things 
here " must admit of such a limitation, as is manifest 
when it is said that a// Judea and all the region round 
about Jordan were baptized of John ; and all men 
counted John a prophet; and a// men came to Christ." 
But why must this phrase admit of a limitation in 
the one case as well as the other ? Plainly be- 
cause Mr. P. says so*— and he says so, because 
a miserable system of faith, which he is labor- 
ing to defend, requires it ! If the word all in 
scripture never means the whole, Why was it u- 
sed ? None will say it is never used literally -; for 
then they could not prove that all believers will be 
saved. If it is used literally and figuratively, we 
must have some mle bv which to determine its 
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ifieaning. It is unquestionably the plainest and best 
rule that it should always be understood according to 
its most natural import, unless there is something in 
the connexion which necessarily requires that it should 
be restricted. It is used in a restricted sense Ats- 
ttnicaUy, but not doctrinally. If I mistake not, no 
passage can be found in the bible, in which the word 
all is used in relation to any doctrine, where there 
is the least indid&tion in any part of the conneidon, 
that it should be understood in a restricted sense. 
Mr. P's. construction of the word all it universally 
applied would encourage sin, *^ cursed is every one 
that continueth not in all things which ar« written 
in the book of the law to do them" Gal,3,10. Noth- 
ing but the creeds of men can induce any to restrict 
the words every, all, the whole, and similar 
terms expressive of universality when used in the 
bible, without any indication, either from the nature 
of the subject, or its connexion, that they ought to 
be understood metonymically. All things will be 
perfectly reconciled to God when the following scrip- 
ttfres shall be fulfilled. " Wherefore God also hath 
highly exalted him, and given him a name which is 
a&ve every name ; that at the name oi Jesus every 
knee should bow of things iii heaven, and things 
in earth, and things under the earth; and that every 
toncoie should confess that Jesus Christ is Lord to the 
glory of God the father." Phil, 3, 9, 11. 

Mr. P. next quotes Ephes, 1, 10, " That in 
the dispensation of the fulness of time" &o. He says 
" We think all things will be well subordinated, 
when the judgment shall have passed, and the saints 
«hail1 set down with Christ upon his throne, and si»- 
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iiers shall be shut up in their eternal prison." Where 
does he find an account of " an eternal prison^^ for 
f?inners ? Certainly not in the bible. He could not 
say this was applicable only to the saints. Paul ad- 
dressing "the saints" speaks / of what God had 
done for them through Christ, and then mentions 
the glorious truth which had been made known to 
them — eren the revelation of boundless grace ; 
" Having made known unto us the mystery of his 
will, according to his good pleasure, which he hath 
purposed in himself that in the dispensation of the ful- 
ness of times he might gather together.in one all things 
in Christ, both which are in heaven, and which are on 
cartli ; even in him." In what words could Mr. 
P. express Universalism to make it any plainer 
than this language of the Apostle ? He has neither 
weakened nor obscured this passage. Its literal mean- 
ing is obviously the true one, because there is noth* 
ing in the context which requires any limitation. 

Mr. p. next quotes 1, Tim, 2, 4. " who will have 
all men to be saved and come unto the knowledge a( 
the truth." It was so obvious here that tlie Apos- 
tle meant to use the word all in an unlimited sense, 
that he thought it unwise to restrict it. If God did 
not mil the salvation of all — Christ did not give 
** himself a ransom for a//" See verse 6th. In such 
difficult circumstances, what did Mr. P. say ? "God 
is often said to mil things which never come to 
pass." But does he believe God really wills things 
which never come to pass ? We^are perfectly saJe 
in saying he does not so believe, consequently what 
he has said on this point, is a mere subterfuge to a- 
void a difficulty. We puppose Mr. P. believes the 
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following testimony, " My counsel shall stand and 
I will do all my pleasure," Isa, 46, 10. He thinks 
it does not appear from this text in Tim. that God 
wills the salvation of all men in any other sense than 
*^ Christ willed to gather the children of Jerusalem, 
iinder his kind protecting care, but they would «o/." 
But the passages are not parallel, "How often would 
I have gathered" "and ye would not," is not ex- 
pressive of any positive toill. It merely expresses 
a willingness on one part, had it not been for the op- 
position on the other part. But considering that op- 
position, it was the positive will of Christ that blind- 
ness in part should happen to Israel, until the ful- 
ness of the Gentiles he come in, and " so all Israel 
^hall be saved," Rom, 11* " For as the rain com- 
eth down and the snow from heaven, and retumeth 
not thither, but watereth the earth, and maketh it 
. bring forth and bud, that it may give seed to the 
sower and bread to the eater ; so shall my word be 
■that goeth forth out of my mouth : it shall not re- 
turn unto me void, but it shall accomplish that which 
I please,' and it shall prosper in the thing whereto I 
sent it." Isa, 55, 10, 11. Will Mr. P. affirm 
that the word of God will return unto him void and 
unsuccessful, notwithstanding this testimony ? If so, 
he would directly contradict the divine word. 
Whoever declares it is not the positive will of 
God to save all men, contradicts the Apostle Paul ; 
and whoever does not believe in the accomplish^ 
ment of the will of God, virtually calls in question 
the power of the Almighty to accomplish his owa 
pleasure. 
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Lastly Mr. P. quotes 1, Cor, 15, 20. '- Fox 
as in Adam all die, even so in Christ shall all be 
made alive." All he says on this passage is the 
following. " This whole chapter is taken up with 
an argument for the resurrection of Christ's disciples^ 
drawn from the resurrection of the Saviour himself. 
Neither the salvation of saints or sinners is hinted at 
in the text — ^the text plainly speaks of the resurrec- 
tion of the body and nothmg else." If assertions 
prove any thing, this passage was very speedily dis- 
posed of! According to this, there is no evidence 
m the 15th of first Cor. that any will rise from the 
dead, except Christ's disciples--^nothing is said of 
salvation, nor of any thing else, except the resur- 
rection of the body ! According to this, even, the 
disciples may be endowed with bodies^ without be- 
coming the subjects of salvation ! The fact is the 
15th chapter of first Cor. contains direct evidence of 
the resurrection, incorruption, glory, power and spir- 
itual life of the whole human race, and Mr. P. 
thought it advisable to pass it over as lightly as pos- 
sible. " As in Adam all die, even so in Christ shall 
all be made alive." There are various opinons con- 
cerning the nature of the death, or deaths, which 
mankind died in Adam. But if this text is true all 
will be made alive in Christ even so, or in like man- 
ner, as they died in Adam. If they died spiritually 
or naturally in Adam or the earthly nature, they will 
be made spiritually, or naturally alive. They cer- 
tainly did not die eternally in Adam, because there 
is no evidence of this in the bible — and if they had 
died eternally, there would have been no possibilitv 
of their being made alive in Christ. Will Mr. r. 



pretend that none but the disciples of Christ died in 
Adam ? How strangely prejudice will blind intelli- 
gent men ! " When all things shall be subdued unto 
him (Christ) then shall the son also himself be subject 
unto him that put all things under him, ihcU Gad may 
be all in alV^ Mr. P. has noticed but a very 
small portion of the direct testimony used by Uni- 
versalists. We have examined his remarks upon 
every passage which he has noticed. Whether he 
has weakened or obscured those passages or not, 
you will judge. 

He says " all the main arguments (of Universal- 
ists) clash with one another." This is something 
new. We have long been satisfied that many reli- 
gionists hold to contradictions, but we 'verily thought 
Universalists free from this charge, at least in rela- 
tion to their principal arguments ; and vre think so 
still ; for every one of Mr. P's supposed contradic- 
tions, is a man of straw which he has created. U- 
niversalists believe no man deserves eternal punish- 
ment, and that none can or will be delivered from 
what they do deserve. It has never yet been shown 
that justice requires something more than mere dis- 
cipline. If "it may possibly be true that the sin- 
ner deserves eternal punishment ;" let it be proved 
true, and we will listen to it. No Universalist ev- 
er pretended that the sinner deserves salvation, con- 
sequently there is ample opportunity for the exercise 
of divine mercy. We believe goodness is consis- 
tent " with inflicting the very penalty of the law" 
but the bible does not say, that penalty is endless 
misery. We do not deny that any need forgiveness 
— on the contrary we contend that all sinners need 
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and will receive fbrgiv^ess ; but we do not believe 
forgivenesB does violence to the demands of justice. 
Where now are Mr. P's supposed absurdities or 
contradictions of Universalists r The creations of 
his own fancy — they do not exist. But lest he 
should amuse himself with imaginary contradictions 
only, we will present him with something real. 
The catechism which he professes to believe teaches 
the following, " all mankind by the fall lost com- 
munion with God, are under his wrath and curse, 
and so made liable to all the miseries of this life, to 
death itself and to the pains of hell forever." Here 
all mankind are declared under the endless wrath and 
curse of the Almighty. The very next question in 
that same catechism is, '< Did God leave aU mankind 
to perish in the estate of sin and misery ?" Answer 
" God having out of his mere good pleasure from ail 
eternity, elected some to evenasting life, did enter 
into a covenant of grace, to deliver them out of the es- 
tate of sin and misery, 4r to bring them into an estate 
of salvation by a redeemer." Here it is declared 
that God from all eternity, elected to everlaslilig life, 
SOME of the same race of beings, who had ALL 
been just declared under his never-ending curse ! ! ! 
O let the mantle of divine charity enshield the er- 
" rors of mortals — ^and let all flesh trust in the Lord 
Jehovah, in whom is everlasting strength. 



SERMOIV III. 

» * 

^^Far the day of vengeance is in ndne hearty and 
the year of my redeemed is come.^^ Isa. 63, 4. 
In his discourse from this text, Mr. Parker en- 
deavors to draw an argument from the Providences 
of Gody confirmatory of the doctrine of eternal mise- 
ry. He says, "we do not rely upon an argument 
drawn from Divine Providence to prove the doctrine 
of eternal punishment — ^we produce it only to eon-' 
firm a doctrine which we nave shown in our first 
lecture is taught with great explicitness in the scrip- 
tures." To this I replj : if I am not greatly deceiv- 
ed, I have incontestably shown in my answer to his 
first lecture — ^that he entirely fidled to eidiibit any ev- 
idence of eternal punishment from the scriptures — 
Whether I have refuted his first lecture or not, I 
leave to be decided bj the candid of all parties, who 
may examine and compare what we have both writ- 
ten. But being willing to give Mr. P's confirmato- 
ry evidence all the weight to which it is entitled, I 
shall briefly notice his principal arguments. 

In his introductory remarks, he says, Christ "as- 
sures the most unexceptionable moralist^ who is yet 
destitute of true piety, that he cannot escape the dam- 
nation of hell." But why did he not refer us to the 
passage which contains such language } Perhaps he 
thinks the New Testament confatins that sentiment, 
but we assure him he cannot find it. How long will 
it require for a controversialist to understand the dif- 
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ference between assertion and evidence or argument? 
If a public speaker be allowed to assume all his 
premises, what may he not establish ? A Mahome- 
dan, Pagan or Jew might be as successful as a Calvin- 
ist in establishing his doctrine by assertion. If "the 
most unexceptionable moralist cannot escape the dam- 
nation of hell,'' in the sense Mr. P. would have us 
understand that phrase, what encouragement is there 
to be moral ? Or rather what is the objection against 
being hnrnorall If Universalism leads to practical 
wickedness, as Mr. P. contends in his fourth lec- 
ture, what injury can it do to the world if " the most 
unexceptionable moralist" will be as likely to suffer 
eternal misery as tliough he were ever so abandon- 
ed } Will those clergymen who frequently seem to 
undervalue morality ^ directly avow an intention to 
make men immoral^ Do they wish to have it^ un- 
derstood that they practice what they preach .? If' 
not, why do they use expressions which indicate 
that morality possesses no advantage over immorali- 
ty ? ' It has been well said that " Morality compre- . 
hends only a part of religion ; but religion compre- 
hends the whole of morality.', Moral obligation i^s. 
eternal, and is of the utmost importance to man, as 
a rational and social being. Morality relates to the 
relations which subsist between nian and man. It is 
both theoretical and practical. The . theory of mor- 
als relates to the explanation of the relations which 
subsist between rational creatures. The practice of 
morals relates to the faithful discharge of those obli- 
gations and performance of those duties which result 
from the circumstances in which we have been pla- 
ced by our Creator- Unexceptionable morality is 



the practical part of religion : and the practical part 
of religion is of much more importance than any other 
part. Jesus says " By their fiuits ye shall know 
tbem." As the practical part of religion is deduci- 
ble from its theory — the theory is of great importance: 
but it is of no consequence any further than th§'/wac- 
tice, or conduct of the believer is influenced by it. 
If Preachers of all denominations would take more 
pains to induce the world to become unexceptionably 
moral — if they would take less pains to make man- 
kind violent partisans — how greatly would the cause 
of righteousness be benefitted ! " The most unex- 
ceptionable moralist who is yet destitue of tnte pie^ 
tv. *' We think the above expression implies an 
absurdity. The most unexceptionable morality can- 
not exist without true piety l" for unexceptionable 
morality is correct in theory-— correct in motive — 
correct in practice. Any thing short of this is not 
unexceptionable morality; and a correct theory — 
motive and practice constitute true piety. " Fear 
God and keep his commandments ; for this is the 
whole duty of« man ;" Eccl, 12, 13. 
It is highly necessary for us to determine wliy God 
takes vengeance on any of his creatures. The idea 
assumed by Mr. P. that God takes unmerciful ven- 
geance on any dependent sinful being, is derogatoiy 
*to the character of God, and directly opposed to his 
holy word. While he would have us take it for grsai- 
tedlhat the vengeance of God against his enemies 
is tuimingled With mercy and not designed to do them 
any good; he has not attempted to furnish any ev- 
idence to support a notion so abominable. But why 
are not all sinners punished for the same purpose . 
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The people of Qod, the rii^teouB, ave eumerft, 9« 
well aa tnose, who are sometimes s^led the ene- 
mies of God. U one class are merdniUy punished, 
why should not the other class be mercifully punish- 
ed r The ¥ri8dom. from above is without partiality, 
but Calvinistic wisdom is eternal partiality ! 
The principle on which God deals with his enemUa 
is clearly and beautifully illustrated by our Saviour, 
who^ speaking of God says " he madceth his sun to 
shine on the evil and on we good, and sendeth rain 
on the just and unjust" But how does the sublime 
prophet Isaiah ejq>lam this subject ? Hear him. "Be- 
nolo, your God will come with vengeance ; even 
God with a recompense, he will come and SAVE 
you'' — not send you to an eternal :hell.' A good 
earthly parent corrects only to rechdm^ and is not 
God as good as earthly parents? Any pun* 
ishment which p];events the reformation of tiie ais<^ 
bedient, or perpetuates criminality, must be opposed 
to the W of God. Endlesspunishment therefore, 
is entirely inadmissible. " Tnou wast a God that 
for^vest them, though thou tpokest vengeance of 
theu: inventions" Ps 99, 8. All the veneea^ce 
God takes of sinners is. compatible with formvenm 
-—all the punishments he inflicts are remedial-— ^and 
worthy of a Being possea^d of unbounded perfec- 
tion and unchangeable love^ 

Mr. P. labors to establish the following proposi* 
tion viz. "when Christ bestows signal blessings upon 
his church he does at the same time execute signal 
judgments upon fiis enemies." But wiU he notaidr 
mit that if the subjects of blessings and. pi^sh* 
ment9« whom he injentions,8houldcAaii^« circum^/aff* 
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ces Wiih each o^er^ the Gonduct of God towards 
them, yffovld vary according to tiiose cbeamstances ? 
If not, Grod is a respecter of persons. If it would 
thus vary, no infb'ences unfiivorable to the final con- 
dition or any, can be justly drawn' from the varying 
dispensations of divine providence towards individu- 
ftb here — for those variations are exactly suited to 
the condition <^ each — ^to the circumstances of all. 
Mr. p. says ** God is now acting upon a principle 
whidi exhibits alike, an intention to show mercy to 
some and to punish olhers. This principle, we kive 
reason to believe will exist in the divine govern- 
ment forever, and therefore the providence of God, 
so ^ as it goes, confirms the doctrine of future and ' 
eternal punishment. How much dependence can be 
placed upon Ihat reasoning which is founded on anal' 
ogy^ wfli be seen in our sequel. Mr. P. says " It 
is essential to ttie veiy nature of a moral government, 
that there should be first a moral constitution of crea- 
tures, rendering them fit subjects of government ; 
then laws adapted to this constitution ; and last of all, 
a righteous distribution of rewards and punishments." 
In all this we are happy to agree with him exactly. 
Again he says " and though ' we possess a nature 
suited to obligation, and were placed under laws, 
yet obligation would not be felt, nor laws become 
efficacious, only in so far as thehr penal sanctions 
were apprehended as fixed and dbaohutly certim. 
The whole force of the divine government therefore 
depends upon the vialJe certmnty of rewards and 
punishments.** Here again we agree with him : 
but we think he dM not* mean what he said — ^if he 
did, he is a beKever in umveisal damnation ! He h^-^ 
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iieves tlie penalty of the divine law is endless ini^e- 
ly — ^he now makes the whole Jorce of the divine 
government rest on the certainty of rewards and pun- 
ishments — the penal sanctions of the law are **fixed 
and dbsoluiely certain P^ Wo, wo, wo, then, be to 
Mr. P. and the whole race of sinners ! 

He says, *' Solomon was led to expect a futore 
judgment from the fact that wickedness was not al- 
ways punished in this life. " To prove tiiis he quotes 
Eccl. 3, 16, 17 ; ''I saw under the sun the place 
of judgment, that wickedness was there : and the 
place of righteousness, that iniquity was there ; I 
said in mine heart, God shall judge the righteous and 
tiie wicked.'' Did Solomon say, wickedness is not 
always punished in this life ? No. Did he say, God 
shall judbe the rishteous and the wicked, not in this 
life, but beyond we grave? No. Then Mr. P. has 
misrepresented the sentiments of Solomon. He al- 
so quotes from 2d Peter, 2d chapter ; ''The Lord 
knoweth how to deliver the godly out of temptatioB, 
and to reserve the unjust unto the day of judgment 
to be punished." We presume he would have us 
take it for granted that the day of judgment spoken 
of, is beyond death — ^in the invisible world. But as 
that idea is not contained in the text, we need not 
give it any further attention. 

We shall pass lightly over many of the particular 
events of Divine Providence, to which Mr. P. has 
referred ; because according to him, those events a- 
mount to nothing in favor of his sentiments, unless 
they exhibit «*a principle which will prevail co-exis- 
tent with the moral government of God." Wheth- 
( r thi^ be the case or not, we shall see hereafter. 
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To fthow that tiie gospel is asjrstem as partial as 
he supposes the Mosaick dispensatioii was, Mr. P. 
(quotes from Isa. 61 ; <* The smiit aS the Lord God 
is upon me, because the Lord hath anointed me to 
preach good tidings unto the meek ; he hath sent me 
to bind up the broken hearted, to proclaim liberty to 
the captives, and the opening of the prison to them 
that are bound ; to proclaim the acceptable year of 
the Lord, and tiie day of vengeance of our Grod.^ 
Why did he not quote the remaining part of the sen« 
tence ? The words " vengeance of our God'' seem 
to have been so ^teful to his feelings, that he over- 
looked the remainder of the sentence, whu:h reads 
thus : ''to comfort all that mourn, to appoint unto 
them that mourn in Zion, to give unto them beauty 
for ashes, the oil of joy for mourning, the garment of 
praise for the spirit of heaviness ; thai they might he 
caUed trees of riahteausneesj the planting of the 
Lord, that he might be glorified." In Luke we are 
informed that Jesus ''came to Nazareth • • • • and stood 
up for to read. And there was delivered unto him 
the book of the prophet Isaiah. And • « • • he found 
the place where it was written, the spirit of the Lord 
is upon me, because he has anointed me to preach 
the gospel to the poor : he hath sent me to heal the 
broken nearted, to preach deliverance to the captives, 
and recovering of siffht to the blind, to set at liberty 
them that are oruisea ; to preach the acceptable year 
of the Lord. And he closed tiie book and save it 
again to the minister and sat down." Is it to be pre- 
sumed that Jesus omitted any essential part of that 
text ^ Most certainly not. Then the veneeanc^ . of 
our God" mentioned by 
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With the manilestation of grace to the objects of that 
vengeance. After Jesus had read that interesting 
passage, and had spoken of its fulfilment '^ all bare 
him witness, and wondered at the gracious words 
^ which proceeded out of his mouth.'' There was 
nothing ungracious or unmerciful in the passage 
which he read. Mr. P. has made another very 
important omissioD in quoting from the third chapter 
of Malachi. *' Behold I will send my messenger, and 
he shall prepare the way before me : and the Lord 
whom ye seek, shall suddenly come to his temple, 
even the messenger of the covenant whom ye de- 
lis^ht in : \)ehold he shall come, saith the Lord of 
Hosts. But who may abide the day of his com- 
ing ? And who shall stand when he appeareth ? 
For he is like a refiner's fire, and like fuller's soap." 
Here Mr. P.J stops. He had quoted all which 
would coincide with liis sentiments. But the next 
verse reads, " and he shall sit as a refiner and puri- 
fier of silver : and he shall purify the sons of Levi, 
and purge them as gold and silver,(^at they may cf- 
for unto the Lord an offeriTig in righteousness.'*^ 
The simiUtudes used in tlus passage are clear and 
beautiful. A refiner's fire is designed to remove all 
dross and prepare the precious metal for use. As 
Mr. p. will not admit the fire of hell to be purify- 
ing, he must allow this to be the fire of heaven. 
Fmler's soap is used not to destroy, but to cleanse 
the cloth. So Jesus the glorious messenger of re- 
deeming grace, shall renne human nature from 
Jthe dross of sin by the fervency of the spirit of im- 
'^o;tal love — and cleanse all 'mankind from all ini- 
cjj;^ " that they may' offer unto tlie Lord an offering 
ih ngfhteottsness. 
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Mr. P. has quoted the 10th, 11th and 12tli, ver- 
ses of the third chapter of Matthew— but instead of 
attempting to prove that those passages are in favor 
of his view of the subject, he has reh^d upon preju- 
dice alone to sanction his construction. " 1 indeed 
baptize you with water, but he that cometh after me 
is mightier than I, he shall baptize you with the Holy 
Ghost and with fire," that is, says the keen-eyed Mr. 
P. ^^he shall baptize his friends with the Holy Ghost 
and his enemies with fire " — the fire of hell, we 
presume ! Oh ! horrible ! Baptize his enemies with 
the fire of an endless hell ! If Mr. P. had not been 
baptized with superstition^ how could he make 
such a comment ? His comment is a direct violation 
of the text, which virtually declares that the same 
persons who shall be baptized with the Holy Ghost 
or spirit, shall also be baptized with fire — the fire of 
heavenly love, which always accompanies regenera- 
tion. It is not true that any person, in his earthly 
nature, brings forth good fruit exclusively. On the 
contrary " adl have smned and come short of the glo- 
ry of God" — therefore, instead of considering " ev- 
ery tree which bringeth not forth good fruit" to sig- 
nify one class of mankind, and contending, or im- 
plying that there is another class who brmg forth 
nothing but good fruit, (a class not mentioned in the 
bible,) it is far more rational and consistent to consid- 
er even/ ^r^^, to represent every individual of the hu- 
man family, who requires the operation of the pury- 
fying fire of heaven to remove effectually all manner of 
iniquity. Is Mr. P. no more of an agriculturalist 
than to suppose that chaff all grows on stalks by it* 
self in the field — and the wheat on other stalks 



by luelf ? Such a supposition is no more absurd 
than to say loAea/ means one class of men, and chaff 
means another class of men. If saints are represen- 
ted by wheat, and sinners by chaff— then all the 
wheat there is, was once chaff ! MoreoTer, such 
a supposition implies that saints are sinless ; is tills 
according to matter of fact ? When chaff is burnt 
up, it no longer exists — and whatever this repesea* 
tation may mean, it cannot inculcate the idea, of 
endless sufiering. The truth is, evety kernel of 
wheat is enveloped in chaff and every individual is 
afflicted more or less with the chaff of wickedness, 
which nothing but the unquenchable fire of heavenly 
parity and love can totally destroy. "For our God 
is a consuming fire," Heb. 12, 29. " The sinners 
in Zion are aSaid ; fearfiilness hath surprised the hy- 
pocrites. Who among us shall dwell with the ^- 
Youring fire ? Who among us shall dwell with ev- 
erlasting burnings? He that walketh nqhteouslyy 
and speaketh vprightlyi he that despisetb the gain of 
oppressions, that shaketh his hand, fircMn holmng of 
bribes, that stoj^th his ears from bearing of blood, 
and shutteth his eyes from seeing evu : he shall 
dwell on high ; his place of defence shall be the 
munitions of rocks ; bread shall be given him ; his 
waters shall be sure." Isa. 33, 14, 16. 

Mr. P. says, " The Lord is appropriating the sil- 
ver and gold, and the moral energies of his people to 
the enlargement of Zion," &c. When Jesus sent 
forth his disciples to preach, he said unto them, "iVo- 
vide neither goldy nor silvery nor brass in your puT' 
se5," 6fc. Nowy our Bible Societies must beg mon- 
*^y to enable them to print bibles to sell — ^ves thev 
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can attbrd to give away about one twentieth }>art ot 
the whole they print, and sell the remanicler! Our 
foreign missionaries must have an outfit of some thou- 
sands of dollars, and in many cases a wife besides, en- 
abling them to appear in great splendor before the as- 
tonished inhabitants of the Indies I Home missionaries 
must be supported to itinerate and dispense the gospel 
of eternal tnisery in places where the people would 
not voluntarily sustain it — and in many cases where 
they would choose to dispense with such merchandize ! 
Ten years since, a Missionfliy card, circulated in the 
dty of New- York, read thus " Every cent is a 
precious drop in the Missionary ocean, on which 
Ministers must sail, and blessings flow to the islands 
of the seas, and to the ends of the earth before all 
shall know the Lord. Reader, pay a penny," &c. 
The ocean thfen "on which Ministers must sail," is 
money — ^money— money ! How is all this cash to be 
obtained ? Whole swarms of beggars, like frogs in 
Egypt, infest all parts of our land — ^work upon the 
sympathies of a frail nature — ^perplex with their im- 
portunities — ^*eat out our substance' — and collect "sil- 
ver and gold," and every tiling else down to rags ! 
Presbyterians ! When "ye compass sSa and land 
to make one proselyte, when he is made," will ye 
not "make him two-fold more the child of hell tmm 
yourselves ?" Will the Hindoo, who worships an idol 
that dtwms him, or his fellow-creatures, to be crush- 
ed to death beneath a ponderous car, gain any 
thing by conversion to that system of faith, which 
crushes millions on millions of the human race 
beneath tlie resistless weight of endless and almighty 
■wrath ? "Why beholdest thou the mote that is in thy 



brother's eye, but cousiderest not the beam tliatism 
thine own eye ?" 

The denunciations of God for the sin of out 
primitive parents — the punishment of Cain — ^the 
destruction of the antediluvian world, and the cities 
of the plain — ^the overthrow of the Egyptians at the i 
Red Sea — ^the extermination of the people of Cana- \ 
an — ithe death of Annanias and Sapphira — ^the demo* ! 
lition of the walls ■ and temple of Jerusalem, and I 
the slaughter of its inhabitant» — ^the wars in Europe 
at the period of the reformation,and in all parts of 
the world to this time — are merely temporal mise*- 
ries. Mr. P. does not pretend they are any other 
than temporal calamities. Referring to those events 
he says, *' here observe, that in aU these temporal 
judgments, there is not the least intimaUtm that they 
are intended as disciplinary — or that they were in* 
flicted to promote the good of the sufierer." Sup- 
pose we admit this statement. Neither is there m all 
those temporal judgments,the least intimation that they 
were not intended as disciplinary^ — ^that they were 
NOT inflicted to promote the good df the simererB. 
What, then, has Mr. P. gained by bis statement ? 
Any judgment inflicted on any sinful being, which is 
not designed for the good of that being, especially 
where the judge possesses ability to promote the 
good of the transgressor, results from makoo" 
lence — ^is revenge — and black-hearted cruelty ! This 
is the particular which distinguishes JtMfice fromfrtP> 
elty^ Pure justice is holy ; but xcruelty is the ex- 
treme of wickedness. What is cruelty,- if it is not 
the infliction of torture, without designing the good 
of the sufferer ? If the believers in endless nnserv 
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could once dearly see tlie sinRilness of the character 
they ascribe to the Almighty, they would hide their 
heads in everlastin? contusion ! <' Father, forgive 
them ! For they know not what they do !'* 

But Mr. P. is wrong in saying there is no in- 
timation that the judgments to which he referred 
were inflicted for the good of the sufferers. We 
will rotice one ol the most hopeless cases he has 
mentioned — ^the destruction of the inhabitants of 
Sodom & Gomorrah. In the l^th'chapterof the 
prophecy of Ezekiel, we have the following lan- 
guage. ^^ Behold this was the iniquity of thy 
sister Sodom, fulness of bread, and abundance 
ot idleness, was in her and in her daughters nei- 
ther did she strengthen the band of the poor and 
needy. And they were haughty and committed 
aboiEiiBAtlon before me ; therefore I took them 
away as I saw good." Grod always acts for the 
good of all his creatures : be does not act for 
the good 9f Presbyterians at the expense of all 
others t If the Sodmnites were taken away for 
their sins — and if they continued to be as sinful 
after^ as before they were taken away — ^no good 
was done by taking them away. ^< For the pun- 
ishment of the iniquity of the daughter of my 
people is greater th&n the punishment of the sin , 
of Sodom, thatwas overthrown asin a moment,& 
£0 bands stayed on her," Lam. 4. 6. This passage 
reiH-esents the punishment of Sodom,to be sudden 
and dreadful, but speedily terminatingy ^^no hands 
stayed on her." To this view of the subject, it 
may be objected, that Jude says, ^^ Even as Sod- 
om and Gomorrah, and the cities about them in 
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snffeting the vengeance of eternal fire." How 
were those cities set forth as an example, if their 
greatest sufierings were in a world, to us, entire' 
]y ifmsibk ? According to this supposition, they 
would neither be an example to sinners in this 
world — ^nor would they be set forthy or manifes- 
ted for the benefit of others. How were those 
cities set forth ? ''And Abraham got up early in 
the morning to the place where he stood before 
the Lord : and he looked towards Sodom atid 
Gomorrah, and toward all the land of the plain, 
and beheld, and lo, the smoke of the country 
went up as the smoke of a furnace," Gen. 19. 
Those cities were in this world — they were over- 
thrown in this v/orld — the fire that destroyed 
them was in this world, and was called eleraa/, 
because it continued, according to some histori- 
ens, thousands of years. 

Having as wc believe, devoted sufficient time 
to the examination of the substance of Mr. P's 
third lecture ; you will please to take notice that 
the whole force of that lecture rests ' upon rea- 
soning drawn from analogy. Mr. P. says, '^ the 
providence of God, so far as it goes, confirms the 
doctrine of future and eternal punishment*" Of 
all arguments, those drawn from analogy are the 
most unsatisfactory, inconclusive and uncertdn. 
However, this mode of reasoning is as good for 
me, a^ forMr. P. Here we will meet — his o- 
verthrow or mine must be complete. Why does 
bethink the Providence of Qoa confirms his sen- 
timents? Hear him. '^ God is itow acting upon 
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a principle which exhibits alike^ an intention to 
shoiv mercy to some and to punish others. This 
principle we have reason to believe, will ex- 
ist in the divine government forever, and tk^r^ime 
the providence of God confirmf the doe- 
trine of future and eternal punishment/' The 
amount of this reasoning is, because God does a 
thing nawy he always will do it, because he puiH 
isbes some^nawj he always will punish some.— • 
On the 65th page, Mr. P. says, "God is unekan- 
geable — a principle of action which is at one time 
consistent with him, is eternally consistent-'' On 
his 52 page, he says, "the government of God, 
so far as it is exhibited in this world, is incomplete; 
that is J strict justice is not here rendered to individ- 
uals.^^ Mr. P. must now admit, either, that his 
confimatory endence of eternal misery minounis 
to nothing; or, that strict justice neter will be re»- 
dered to indimdualsj and the govemmeni q^ €hd 
vnll be etemaUy incomplete-^iof "God is UAcbaa- 
geable-— a principle df action which is atone time 
consistent with him, is eternally consigtent !"•«- 
Will he say, the government of God is, and a^ 
ways will be, incomplete^ so that oo rationd be« 
ing can put any confidence in it— ^r will he ad- 
mit that his confirmation of eternal ponishaieot 
is no confirmation at all ? 

We object to Mr. P.'s premises, as well at to 
his analogical reasoning;. We think it would be 
much nearer the truth to say^ God is now acting 
upon a principle, which exhibits alike an inten- 
tion to punish all sinnexB justly^ and to iboW|me& 
cy upon all mankind-^"for God hath c<mclli4^ 
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them all ia unbelief, that he might have mercy 
upon all;" Rom. 1 1 , 32. This principle, we have 
reason to believe will exist in ihe divine goyern- 
ment forever, and therefore the Providence of 
God, so far as it goes, confirms the doctrine oi 
future, universal holiness and happiness. Every 
rationsd being is miserable in proportion to his 
sinfulness — "there is no peace, saith my God, to 
•the wicked." Isa% 67, 12. Every creature that 
lives, receives favQrs from that great and glorious 
Being, who is the origin of existence — who "is 
good to all and his tender meicies are over all his 
works. All thy works shall praise thee, O Lord; 
and thy saints shall bless thee." Ps. 145. 

After speaking of the triumphant death of the 
believer, Mr. P. says "But you have seen no such 
sustaining hope; no sucb triumphs from any source 
in those who have rejected the precious Saviour, 
and relied upon the justice or goodness of God, 
without faith in Christ." If he designed to rep- 
resent the opinion of Universalists in the above 
sentence, he misrepresented us — we have not re- 
jected the precious Saviour — we have not relied 
upon the justice or goodness of Grod, without faith 
in Christ' If he did not mean to represent the 
faith of Universalists, what did he mean ? As to 
any exclamations at the hour of death, suffice it to 
say, no person's opinion is any certain evidence 
of truth, whether ne be sick or well — sane or in- 
sane — in the middle, or at the conclusion of his 
mortal career. And as all exclamations are the 
result of opinions, dr impre?!sions, no stress should 
be laid upon them as evidence in favor of, or a- 
gaiA3t iny sen&sient. 
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Sffr. P. tiiinks the day of judgment will be 
** another flood • • • • upon the ungodly — a flood of 
wrath apd billows of fire. But the ark is pre- 
pared for any that choose to escape. Does the 
judgment seem severe ? then get into the ark. 
Do the thoughts of its mighty and endless swel- 
lings seem too dreadful to be endured ? Then get 
into the ark. Are there great difficulties in the 
way ? Get into the ark; — ^get into the ark, and 
you are safe." Suppose all should choose to es- 
cape — suppose the whole race of sinners should 
get into the Presbyterian ark of safety, what 
would be the consequence ? Horribile diciu ! — 
As that ark is not sufiiciently capacious for the 
whole family of sinful man, they would instantly 
sink it, and all go to bell together ! From such 
an awfal catastiophe, may God in infinite mercy 
save all people ! 



JiERniOTV IV. 

JEven 90 every good tree bringeth forth good fruit : 
biUa corrupt tree bringeth forth evil fruit. '^'^ — 
Math, 7, 17. 

It is an unquestionable fact, that the great di- 
Tersity of religious opinion, prevalent in chrif9- 
tendom, causes much perplexity in the minds of 
many, who sincerely desire a knowledge of the 
truth. The advocates of each peculiar tenet > 
q^eak with all the confidence, which is inspired 
by a full ' convictioa of possessing the truth. — 
Learning, ability and plausible arguments appear 
in vindication of almost every opposing sentiment^ 
and what is the unlettered inquirer to do ? What- 
ever he should do; he certainly should not con- 
clude there is no religious truth. While it is 
certain that opinions diametrically opposite to 
each other, cannot all be true — it is equally cer- 
tain that the Supreme Ruler of the universe does 
not require of man, a knowledge which is beyond 
the reach of common minds, when unbiassed and 
eandid. ^'If thou shalt with thy mouth confess 
the I^ord Jesus, and shalt believe with thy heart 
that Ood hath raised him from the dead, tbou 
flhttit be saved." Rom. 10,9. Whatever is es- 
sential to the spiritual welfare of man, is neither 
absurd, mysterious, incomprehensible, nor beyond 
the reach of the great body of mankind, wherev- 
Ci* the light of the gospel shines. If ail sects and 
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denominations of christians should abolish theit 
several creeds and confessions of faith, and lay 
aside all the speculative tenets, about which they 
differ, they would probably still retain every thing 
absolutely essential to Christianity, and be much 
more likely to feel the heart-cheering influence 
of that charity which is greater than any faith — 
We differ most about that of which we have the 
least knowledge. But since it is very desirable 
to understand the Revelation of God — since it is 
proper to contrast various and opposing specula- 
tive opinions with a view of determining tbeir re- 
lative merits and influence — ^it is truly consolato- 
ry that we have a rule so excellent and so clear 
by which to determine truth, coming too from 
such high authority, as our text and its connex- 
ion. Jesus said ^'Beware of false prophets, which 
come to you in sheep's clothing, but inwardly 
tbey are ravening wolves, ye shall know them by 
their fruits. Do men gather grapes of thorns, or 
figs of thistles ? Even so every good tree bring- 
eth forth good fruit, but a corrupt tree bringeth 
forth evil fruit. A good tree cannot bring forth 
evil fruit, neither can a corrupt tree bring forth 
good fruit." Mr. Parker says "We judge a man 
to be. truly religious, when we find that his news 
of religion are with him living principles of ac- 
tion." This seems to require some qualification. 
Following this definition strictly, we should con- 
clude that man to be "truly religious," whose 
views of religion are extremely corrupt, errone- 
ous and pernicious — ^if those views were with 
him living principles of action. A man who be- 
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lieresina partial and revengeful God may E»^ 
very religious, if his views of religion be vi^itl/ 
faiitt liviDg principles of acUbn; but he would not 
be truhf religious. For a man lo be truly reli- 
gious, be must have correct views of religion and 
of Ood) and those views must be with him living 
principles of action. We perfectly agree with 
Mr. p. in the following. *' We judge that reli- 
gious system most accordant with truth and sound 
principles^ which produces the best p.^acticaji ef- 
fect." 

He says, ^It cannot be inferred that a sy stent 
of religion is false, because some who embrace it 
are immoral in their lives. We shall not urge it 
WB an argument against Universal ism, that some 
individuals who nave embrdccd and advocated 
the system, have been men of profligate and vi- 
cious lives. On the other hand, we are ready to 
admit that there are as bad meu^ within the pale 
of orthodox churches, as can be found in the 
•world." The last sentence in the above quota- 
tion is remarkably candid and undoubtedly true. 
By the first part of the quotation above, we should 
suppose Mr. P. meant to intimate that all who 
embrace Universalism are profligate in their lives, 
if he had not subsequently used the following 
language : "We find individuids who embrace 
the most debabin^ principles, but who are res- 
trained from vicious indulgence, by the example 
ol others, or the institutions of society, or a re- 
gard to their own reputation. These are regu- 
lar in their lives, in spite of the unhappy influ- 
€ttce of their religious belief." In his supposied 



7St 

contrast bet\Teen Mahomedanism 'and Ghrisiian^ 
ty, Mr. Parker seenis to intimate that Universal- 
ism never produces any beneficial effects. Bat 
whether he meant to be so understoo<),or wheth- 
er he meant to speak of the general effects uf the 
doctriue, is not quite clear. At all events his 
fourth lecture was designed to establish the ioi-' 
lowing proposition, '^Universalbm does not pro- 
duce a religious life, while the system opposed 
to it does produce genuine practical piety. '^ 

1. Mr. P. says ''the system which holds the 
doctrine of eternal punishment leads muiy per- 
sons to come out from the world by an open and 
public profession of their faith in Christ; but U- 
niversalism does not." The last part of this state- 
ment is/oi^. I do not mean to say Mr. P. wilful- 
ly misrepresented, I mean tosaj, his statement is 
contraiy to matter oi fact Uoi versalism has led 
'^many persons to come out from the world by aa 
open and public profesMQ of their faith in Christ." 
Mr. P's. assertion to the contrary notwithstand- 
ing : but they have not all beopme members of 
churches — some supposi^ it imnecessary, or in- 
expedient and others, perh^y neglecting an ac- 
knowledged duty. 1 am fiivoftble to church or- 
ganization, and a church bat existed in this vil- 
lage,"^ for n^^arly eight years: but some Universal- 
ists believe it tends to create invidious distinc- 
tions in society— and that its evila overbalaoce 
its advantages. In relation to all such, Mr. P.'s 
remarks concerning church membership are in- 

^ Watertow9; Jeffersou Co. 
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applicable. Chiircb organization is certainly per* 
nicious in all cases, in which its members are 
puii^d up with the idea that they are morally bet- 
ter than others, merely because they belong to a 
church! If church membership be established 
as a criterion of holiness, why may they not be 
thus puffed up ? Church membership certain* 
tainly creates no new moral or religious obligation. 
It is Ubeful only by impressing those obligations 
which already exist, upon the human mind in a 
more forcible manner. A considerable number 
of Universalistt believe with the Quakers res- 
pecting the ordinances of Baptism and the Lord's 
supper: therefore they are not censurable for o^ 
mitting those ordinances. A moral discipline is 
maintained by many societies of Universalists, 
where no churches are established. Iti those cases 
the principal benefits of church organization are 
obtained. 

Mr. P. thinks that system which holds the doc- 
trine of eternal misery leads many to endure "re- 
awoacA" for the a^ke of Jesus Christ.'* A wil- 
lingness to endure reproach is not produced by 
the doctrine of eternal misery : for I presume all 
will admit that Universalists now have more re- 
proach to endure than Presb j terians have. How 
often does^'that system which holds the doctrine 
of eternal misery" or something else j induce peo- 
ple to float on the delirium — inspiring tide of 
popularity — and attempt to repair a detestable or 
worthless character by joining a Presbyterian 
church7 

Mr, P. says "The more e3rteQ5ively it (Uoi- 



f ersalisjzi) prevails, the less there is of religious 
profession of any sort." Yes, profession I But 
what of that? Let it be remembered that, to be 
really religious, is one thing — to prt^s religion 
may be quite a different a£&ir \ Profession may 
make the mo3t parade^ but it is £ar less useful 
than genuine practical religion. 

In the neighboring town (where aUnirersal* 
ist minister has been supported for a considera- 
ble portion of the time during several succcflsive 
years — where a large portion of &e inhabitants 
are Universaii^ts, and wheie they hare no church 
members, no sacraments, no deacons, no disci- 
pline) to which Mr. P* lefeired — if I am not 
greatly mistaken, their uuniiter does not believe 
in church organizatioil lcc« consequently he ought 
not to establish a church. If lie «nd his follow- 
ers do believe in cfaureh oripsnization &c. and 
still neglect it — they dis^^aee themselves and in- 
jure the cause they have espoused. Generally 
speaking, churches are established in the ^^strong 
holds'' of Univeisalism. 

Mr. P. contrasts the Universatist congregf^ion 
in Rochester, with the third Presbyterian con- 
gregation in that place. He could scarcely se- 
lect a place in our country more favorable to the 
growth of Piosbyterianism, or more unfavorable 
to Universaiism, than Rochester. In that rapid* 
ly jOiourisbiQg village, Universaltsm has never 
been preached but very little— ^has scarcely ob- 
tained a permanent footing. Bat the great influx 
of inhabitants, who carried their reHgUms pr^udi' 
ces with /^C7n,' furnish Presbyterians with every 
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fiicility necessary to build up their cause. But 
local peculiarities determiue nothing in relation 
to the general prosperity of any cause. To coun- 
terbalance the circumstances which esist in Ro- 
chester, I refer to Boston, Mass. and to the New 
England States generally, where Universalism is 
rapidly supplanting Presbyterianism, and every 
other doctrine, which limits the saving grace of 
God. Mr.P. says, "You will commonly find that 
where Unirer88di8m|>r6vat7d most, there are the 
fewest persons that profess religion." This is not 
true. Uuiversalists generally profess religion, as 
they think it ought to be professed, notwithstand- 
ing the cx)ntumely that precession brings upon 
them, from their bigotted and superstitious neigh- 
bors—or from those, who feel it a duty to be an- 
gry^ because others do not think God as angry as 
they do ! We have the best of reasons for believ- 
ing there are as few hypocrites incur denomina- 
tion, as in almost any other sect of christians in 
this countrv. 

2. Mr. F. says ^Hhat system which holds the 
doctrine of eternal punishment, leads to a life of 
prayer; but Universalism does not." This posi- 
tion is also contrary to matter of fact. ' Univer- 
salism does lead to a life of prayer. Prayer is an 
acknowledged christian duty, to which the sin- 
cere believer in the christian religion, will often, 
and most cheerfully resort. It calms the lacera- 
ted feelings of frail man— sootibes and consolates 
the afflicted heart — and affords means for the 
most direct intercourse with the kind Parent of 
the universe, which can be enjoyed by mortals 
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on eartb. Bat what is prayer ? Surely it if the 
sincere desire of the heart, whether '^uttered or 
unexpressed. '^ While prayer is often and forci- 
bly enjoined in the word of God, we shall look 
in the New Testamelat in vain for any command 
to observe set times for prayer ih families or else- 
where. Paul exhorted his brethren to "pray 
without ceasing :'' by which, he undoubtedly in- 
tended to inculcate die spirit of true and constant 
devotion. Mr. P. says very many of those who 
believe in the doctrine of eternal punishment do 
actually pray in their families morning and eve- 
ning, and in the social circle, and also maintain 
secret devotion." Suppose they do, and then 
tell of it — does it not appear very much like pray- 
ing to be seen of men, or to have it known a- 
jnongs^ men that they do pray? If they gain the ap- 
plause of men, "verily I say unto you they have 
their reward''~for that applause is evidently 
sought — or the*^public, would not bo so carefully 
informed that Presbyterians pray thus and so— 
espt:cially that they pray in private^ but can- 
not keep It to themselves ! ,God have mercy on 
all those wbo can take ^o comfort in religion, un- 
less they can make a parade about it ! Mr. P. 
admits that prayer is sometimes attended in the 
families of Universalists. He asks "who ever 
heard of a Universalist prayer meeting?" A U- 
niversali^ prayer meeting and conference has 
been heard of, to my certain knowledge, within 
ten miles of Rochester. But what if Universal- 
ists did not see fit to have prayer meetings at all? 
.Mr. P. says "you will seldom if ever, find an in- 
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dividual^ who is a Universalist, that daily retires 
to his closet j for the purpose . of enjoying a sea- 
son of private devotion." If he did, he ought 
not to tell of it, even though "asked" by Mr. P. 
How easy it is to appear outwardly righteous 
unto men, and be full of hypocrisy and iniquity 
within. The scribes, pharisees and hypocrites of 
old, paraded the streets, with their long robes- 
ungodly, long faces — oflering long prayers for a 
show — and like causes produce like effects in all 
agesof the world. Jesus "said unto his disci- 
ples, beware of the scribes which desire to walk 
in long robes, and love greetings in the markets, 
and the highest seats in the synagogues, and the 
chief rooms at feasts; which devour widow's hous- 
es, and for a show make long prayers : the same 
shall receive greater damnation." A people who 
made "many prayers" once received the follow- 
ing keen rebuKC from the Lord 'fBring no more 
vain oblations; incense is an abomination unto 
me; the new moons and sabbaths, the calling of 
assemblies, I cannot away with, it is iniquity e- 
ren the solemn meeting, your new moons and 
your appointed feasts my soul hateth : they are a 
trouble unto me; I am weary to bear them. And 
when ye spread forth your hands, I wHl hide 
mine eyes from you; yea; whim ye make many 
prayers^ I will not hear; your hands are full of 
blood. Wash ye, make ye clean; put away the 
evil of your doings ffom before mine eyes^ cease 
to <^o.evil; learn to do wtll, seek judgment, re- 
lieve the oppressed; judge fhe fatherless, plead for 
the widow.'-' 
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3. Mr. P. says ^<That system which holds tl 
doctrine of eternal punishment leads men to ai 
tive exertion, to send the gospel to the destitute 
but Universsdism does not." The last part < 
this position is also contrary to matter of fact :- 
every exertion made by Universalists to exten 
the knowledge of their sentiments, furnishes ei 
idence that Mr. P. was incorrect. That Chrii 
and the 'Apostles possessed an ardent desire i 
spread the knowledge of divine truth — that the 
labored diligently and suJQfered much to accon 
plish that object, will not be denied : but in the 
public labors and instructions, they all omitte 
a certain sentiment which is now considered b 
many to be of the utmost importance — and whic 
consequently had no influence in exciting the] 
zeal — I mean the doctrine of eternal misery.- 
This they never mentioned. We think many c 
those who labor to give mankind the knowledg 
of eternal misery are sincere, but we do nc 
think even heathens would be benefitted by th 
belief of that truly abominable sentiment — fc 
heathenism itself contains nothing worse ! Th 
desire to extend the knowledge of their senti 
ments is common to all classes of mankind, an* 
it is perfectly absurd for Mr. P. to say Univei 
salism does^ not lead men to active exertion t 
send the go*spe) to the destitute. On another pag 
he says "we can point you to whole township 
where Universalism has a complete ascendency.^ 
How came this benign doctrine to have a com 
plete ascendency in whole townships, if it doe 
not lead men to active exertions to send the gos 
H 
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pel Id the destitate ? Surely believers in endle«s 
mjaery have not been guilty of preaching Uni- 
reisaKsm — nor of failing to oppose it, hj every 
means they deemed safe : and opinions do not 
spring up and flourish spontaneously. Did not 
the venerable John Muxrayj who was stoned in 
thepu^ in Boston Mass.; and the indefatigable 
Eihanan Wmchesterjwho journeyed and preached, 
when worn down with disease, expose health and 
life, and leave friends and home to carry the gos- 
pel to the destitute ? Both of those men possess- 
ed Apostolic zeal, diligence and faithfulness — 
and their labors were crowned with abundant 
success. The New England and middle States 
receiveil their ministrations of the gospel of peace, 
about the time our nation received existence 
If it were necessary, we could name living prea- 
chers of the gospel of universal reconciliation, 
who have endured, and would cheerfully endure 
quite as much, to send the gospel to the desti- 
tute, as Mr. P. and his coadjutors. 

He says ^' which has the best claim to be con- 
sidered as actuated by the spirit of Christ and of 
Pttul — the denominations who are planting their 
missions all over the heathen world, or that one 
which stays at home and opposes this work ?'^ — 
This question gives a false coloring to the sub- 
ject. Universalists are not opposed to^he exten- 
sion of the knowledge of the gospel of Christ— 
we are opposed to &e spread of error in all its 
forms. 

It is unnecessary to particularize, but for the 
information of Mr. P. and his friends, we now 
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for the relief of the poor, where bo^s of Uoi* 
versalists have practically shown that "their sys- 
tem has exerted aa influence to render them be- 
nevolent" are common amongst us. We also 
think the following to be most excellent counsel, 
"when thou doest thine alms, do not sound a trum- 
pet before thee, as the hypocrites do in the syn- 
agogues and in the streets, that they may have 
glory of men, verily I say unto you, they have 
their reward. But when thou doest alms, let not 
thy left hand know what thy right hand doeth, 
ihat thine dim may he in. SECR£T ; and thy Fa- 
ther which seethin secret, himself shall reward 
thee openly.'' 

4. Mr. P. says "That system which maintains 
the doctrine of eternal punishment, often reclaims 
men from vicious habits, and from a life oi sin ; 
but Universalism does not." The latter part of 
this position is not true. Numerous instances 
can be furnished, in which men have been re- 
claimed from vicious habits by tlie influence of 
Universalism. The eflects of missionary exer- 
tions in Canada and the Sandwich Islands' refer- 
red to by Mr. P. may not be justly ascribable to 
the doctrine of eternal punishment. Those who 
inculcate that awful doctrine generally preach 
some valuable truths with it. To these troths the 
salutary influence of their labors should be ascri- 
bed-*-and not to a doctrine so directly calcnlated 
to freeze the current of bene volence and harden the 
human heart, as is the dogma of eternal misery. 

Mr. P. asks "Who ever saw a neighborhood, 



88 

•r Tillage, or town, improved in its moral charac- 
ter, by the introduction of Universalism ?" Ma- 
ny people have seen it. Take one instance. — 
The village of Watertown has been greatly im* 
proved in moral character by the influence of U- 
niversalism Universalism has been preached 
more or less here, for the last ten years. Previ* 
ous to this period, there was much more profane- 
ness, gambling on Sundays and other days', much 
more drunkenness — ^much less religious knowl* 
edge and religious feeling — ^much less attention 
to the stated public worship of Crod, according to 
the number of inhabitants, than there is at pres- 
ent 1 give it as my deliberate and sober opin- 
ion, that a village containing 3000 inhabitants, 
cannot be found in the State of New-York, where 
the people generallv, are mere upright, honest 
and religious, than the citizens of this village, in 
which the doctrine of Universalism has been reg- 
ularly preached, some portion of the time for the 
last ten years. A very perceptible change for 
the better has taken place widiin that period of 
time. We are fully convinced this change is, in 
a great measure, owing to the influence of Uni- 
versalism. These circumstances are sufficient to 
silence the clamors of our enemies about the im- 
moral tendency of our sentiments. 

Mr. p. says ^^Probably we have all seen some 
of the fairest characters . among Universalists 
plainly improved by renouncing their own and 
heartily embracing the opposite system." "Prob- 
ably they have not. We challenge Mr. P. to 
name one solitary instance in which "one of the 
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fairest characters among Universalists'' has been 
'^plaiolj improved by renouncing his own^ and 
heartily embracing the opposite system." 

Mr. P. says ^^In most cases, where .professors 
of religion become Univfersalists, they abandon 
their habits of piety, as a preparation for Univer- 
salism — they give up secret prayer, then family 
prayer, then leave the oommanion table, then fall 
into some vices, and then become Univerealists. 
You cannot find one instance, where a man was 
evidently piou8,^hiIe a Universalist but where he 
first forsook his closet of devotion,& then abandon- 
ed family prayer, and then left the communion of 
the church, and then fell into vice, and then be- 
came a Presbyterian, and continued vicious — the 
moral and religious characters of men are never 
improved • • • • by giving up a belief in eternal 
punishment, and embracing the doctrine of uni- 
versal salvation, men often fall into Universalism, 
as the last step in a process of moral defection ; 
but they never fall into the opposite system by 
the same process,^" &c. All this is mere mser" 
iian without any proof. But Mr. P. says they 
are "facts." How do we know these things are 
facts ? Why Mr. P. says so ! Such whole- 
sale detraction may pass for its true value. We 
need 'not measure back to him, what he has so 
bountifully, and without any just foundation^deadt 
out to others. 

5. Mr. P. says '^That system which holds the 
doctrine of eternal punishment, never occasions 
distress in a dying hour ; but Universalism fre- 
quently leads to the most distressing apprehen- 
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SiODBona death-bed/' This position carried its 
own refutation upon its face : every part of it is 
entirelv untrue. Is it not plain from the nature of | 
the subject, that the doctrine of eternal punisfajnent | 
must occasion distress in a dying hour ? Those who 
believe in the Calvinistic doctrine of election and 
reprobation must be doubtful whether they are a- 
mong tiie elect, or not : and those who believe in 
Armmianism must be conscious of many sins and 
consequently doubtful whether they are sufficiently 
righteous to entitle them to salvation. In either, and 
every case, the believer in endless misery, (admit- 
ting him to be so completely swallowed up in sel- 
fishneas as to care nothing for the salvation of any 
but himself, ^ must have doubts, fears, and distress 
lest he should find himself a hopeless victim of that 
horrible, that indescribable miseiy in which he be- 
lieves. This distress will increase with the strength 
of his faith. But what must be the feelings of a be- 
nevolent heart in the hour of death when he firmly 
believes himself and all his dearest friends exposed 
to such a fate ? Saurin, a distinguished French 
divine, after preaching a sermon to prove the doc- 
trine of endless misery said, "I sink, I sink under 
the awful weight of my subject; and I declare, when 
I see my friends, my relations, the people of my 
charge, this whole congregation; when I think that 
I, that you, that we. are- all threatened with these 
tornaents; when I see in the lukewarmness of my de- 
votion, in the languor of my love, in the levity of 
my resolutions and designs, the least evidence, tho' 
it' be only presumptive, of my future misery, yet I 
€nd irn the thought a mortal poisony which diffusetb 
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itself into every period of my life, rendering society 
tiresome, nourishment insipid, pleasure disgustful and 
life itself a cruel hitter. I cease to won(fer that the 
fear of hell hath made some mad and others melan- 
choUy." And yet Mr. P. thinks the doctrine of e- 
temal punishment never occasions distress in a dying 
hour ! If a person on the bed of death, by an eye 
of strong faith, should behold the roaring tide of dam- 
nation, rolling in endless surges on the naked souls 
of millions on millions of the human race, with the 
awful possibility of being eternally miserable himself, 
would that prospect afford sweet consolation to his 
sinking heart? God in. mercy deliver us from such 
infernal consolation ! Would not such a prospect 
wring the feeling heart with nameless agony ? . It 
is admitted tliat behevers in endless misery some- 
times die in peace : but^ that doctrine is no part of 
the cause of that peace, it is **a mortal poison" in the 
cup oi their joy — ^their peace arises from their hope 
of salvation — not from their fear of damnation. 

But "Universalism frequently leads to the most 
distressing apprehensions on a aeath-bed." So says 
Mr. P. From the very nature of the case his state- 
ment cannot be true. Would it give a person di$' 
tress to believe he should soon come into possession 
of a highly valued treasure ? Universalists believe 
the whole race of man shall be purified from sin«— 
and made holy and happy by the operation of 
the spirit and truth of God — and be received 
to the embrace of unbounded love. We be- 
lieve all nations, families, and kindreds of the earth 
are heirs of that divine promise, which was confirm- 
ed by an oath; "that by two immutable things IDs 
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have strong consokUiony who have fled for refuge to 
lay hold upon the Aopc set before us; which hope, we j 
have as an anchor of the soul, both 9iire and atecui" I 
fast^ and which emtereth into thalt within the 
vail, whither the forerunner is for us entered, even 
Jesus, made an high priest forever after tiie order of 
Melchisedec." Is it possible that such a faith can 
produce distress in a dying hour ? No, never. It 
is the want of this faith that produces di8tre9S. He 
whp cries out upon his death-bed in bitter lamenla-^ 
tions 'declaring that he is going to hell" is not a be- 
liever in Universalism, if he were, he could not use 
such language. Mr. P. says "I have attended the 
death-bed of four avowedUniversalists, two of them 
though greatly distressed about their future state, did 
-not relinquish their former wntiments, till within a 
short time of their death. One, immediately on be- 
coming dangerously ill denied that he had ever re- 
ally believed the doctrine of universal salvation; and 
the fourth seemed altogether insensible to the sub- 
ject." Now we declare that neither of Mr. P.'e 
**avowed Universalists" was a real Universalist by 
his own showing. The two first were "greatly dis- 
tressed about their future state" therefore they did not 
believe that they, and all their fellow-creatures would 
be finally happy. The third "denied that he bad ev- 
er really believed the doctrine of universal salvation." 
A most wonderful Universalist indeed ! What kind 
of a Presbyterian is that man who,never really believ- 
ed in Presbyterianism ? It is perfectly disgu^ingto 
hear a man of common sense, talk of a Universalist 
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seemed altogether insensible to the subject" — there- 
fore he was not ^ Universalist : for no one can have . 
the boundless love of God shed abroad in his heart, 
and at the same time, be insensible to it. Mr. P.'s 
four cases of avowed Universalists furnish a hit spe- 
cimen of the foundation of those Hitle stories about 
the death-bed conversion of Universalists, which are 
so industriously fed out to the "hungry souls" who 
relish such food ! The believer in eternal ' punish* 
ment who testifies with \^s dying breath that his 
speculative views have been right" furnishes just as 
much evidence that his system is correct, as the U* 
niversalist who "testifies with his dying breath that 
his speculative views have been right," does to prove 
his system correct. The opinion of either furnishes 
BO evidence in the case. 

Mr. P.'s exhortation to avoid Universalism is 
worthless, because unsupported by reason or scrifh- 
ture. 

We honestly believe Universalism has the best 
moral tendency of any doctrine ever incalculated a-* 
mongst mankind. If we believed it productive of 
immorality we would abandon it : for we earnestly 
seek to promote the holiness Aid happiness of man. 
Universalists believe 8^||piankind have been, are, or 
will be speedily, adequately and certainly punished 
for every sin — and rewarded for every act of virtue. 
We are very confident this faith has a much more 
salutary moral, influence, than the supposition, that 
neither virtue nor vice is rewarded in this life—and 
that while vice exposes men to endless misery— that 



94 

tnisery may be avoided by repwitance any time be- 
fore death. The uncertainty of the reward, destroys 
its influence upon the mind : and the delusive expec- 
tation of PRESENT ENJOYMENT, gives forcc and pow- 
er to the temptations of wickedness. That siu 
produces present kapptness, is the most dangerous 
doctrine that can be taught : for all the humatn race 
ardently desire happiness, and pursue that course 
which they think will make them immediately hap- 
py, running all hazards in relation to what is distunt 
and uncertain. No doctrine can have so good 
moral tendency as that which teaches that virtue is 
necessarily productive of present, or immediate hap» 
piness. "Peace, O virtue ! peace is all thy own." 

The perusal of Mr. P.'s fourth lecture brings to 
mind a parable, recorded in the 18th chd|)ter of £uke 
from the 9th to the 14th verse inclusive. We i^all 
alter the substance of that parable, so as to make it 
apply to our subject. 

Two men went into a house of public worsbip to 
pray : the one a Presbyterian, and the other a iJni- 
vetsalist. The PresbyteriaiH stood and pray^ thus 
with himself, God, i thank thee, that I am not as 
other men; extortioners, ui^st, impure; especially do 
I thank thee,that I aiilf not even as this Univ^rsaJist. 
I ^t ohen; I pay tithes of aM possess; i give alms; 
I support missionaries; I di^ngufe my &ee; I go to 
church several dajrs in a week ; I j»ay in secret ; I 
pray in my family; I pray in public; i pray a^greait 
deal; and above all, I believe in the personal exist- 
ence and endless dominion of the Devil ! And the 
Universalist would not lift up so much as his eyes 
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unto heaven to boast of any thing he had done, but 
smote upon his breast, saying, God be merciful to 
me a sinner; O be mercijul to all sinners. "O thou 
that hearest psayer, unto Thee shall all flesh come'" 
Which was the most acceptable prayer ? 
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" Shall not the judge of all the earth do righty^^ 

Gen. 18. 25. 

Mr. P. says, "since we have proved from sev- 
eral unanswerable arguments, that God will punish 
some men eternally ; we may infer with perfect safe- 
ty, shat eternal punishment is strictly and properly 
just.'' His assertion that his arguments are unanr 
swerMcy does not make them so. If he can read 
what we have written in reply to him, and then 
say ^e thinks his arguments unanswerable, we are 
mistaken in the man. It is' true, our arguments may 
not appear to others as they do to us — therefore we 
think it better to leave the decision to be made by 
others, than to make it ourselves. We admit it might 
be safely inferred that eternal punishment is just, if 
it had been proved " that God will punish some men 
eternally." But we are perfectly satisfied that Mi*. 
P's attempt was an entire failure. 

We do not object to the similitude of a supposed 
man of affliction, used by Mr. P. On the contrary 
we think it is necessary, not only to know the truth, 
but to know how it applies to our particular case, 
as far as may be practicable. 

Mr. P. says "it is not our object in this lecture, 
to prove that God is just in the eternal punishment 
of the wicked. We have proved that he will irf- 
flict'it, and we take it for granted that the judge of 
all the earth will do right." We will here meet as- 
sertion with assertion — and confidently appeal to the 
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atguments we have used on this important questiotiv 
We saj Mr. P. has not proved that God will inflict 
endless punishment on any portion of mankind. 

His nfth lecture is designed to show "the consis- 
tency of eternal punishment with perfect justice.'* 
He says "If we fail altogether, it is still a fact that 
God will punish the wicked eternally Sic." This we 
think, should be altered thus. If we faO altogether, 
it is still a fact that God will not punish the wicked 
eternally &c. 

Mr. P. says *<if our theory should not be perfect- 
ly satisfactory, yet the threatenings of God will be 
executed, and the justice of his proceedings will fi- 
nally be made manifest." This we (uUy believe. 
We think all the threatenijigs of God will certainly 
he executed: but he has nevtfr tjjfeatened endless 
misery to man. 

Again he says "For the same reason, * • • • that we 
rebuke the rashness of those who would reason from 
the justice of God against the punishment which he 
has declared he will inflict &c." This is uncandid. 
Universalists would not reason from the justice of 
God against the punishment which he has declared 
be will inflict — we do not believe God has ever de- 
clared he will inflict endless punishment. Our op- 
ponents have affirmed, times without numb^t, that 
God has threatened endless punishment ; but they 
have never adduced any proof of that affirmation — • 
and we think they never will, because they can nev- 
er find such proof in the bible. 

Mr. P. says "All punishment is designed to sup- 
port the authority of a violated law." if that be the 
only design of punishment, how does it differ from 
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reta&Uionl We think pumsbment is not only de* 
signed to sapport the authority of law, but also to 
reclaim the onender. This latter obiect is never o- 
Terlooked by any good being who. has authority to 
punish and aidhty to reclaim. THe only reason 
why human laws ever throw away human life» and 
thus evidentl}r disregard the good, or reformation of 
the offender, in this life, is, because men do not pos* 
sees the power to control the heart, or reclaim the 
offender. We seriously question the rectitude of 
those sanguinary laws, by which the Kves of crimin- 
als are nuhlessly destroyed — ^laws which have the 
sanction of barbarous ages — but are evidently not 
required by the dictates of humanity^ — ^the temporal 
welfare and reformation of the criminal — ^tbe safety 
of cohmiunlly — nor the mild gpapeJ of Christ But 
this is not the time,nor place to discuss this question 
Th^ evil of sin should "be so turned upon the trans- 
gressor, that his punishment shall exert a counter in- 
fluence against the influence of his crime:'' but this 
'may be e&ctually done without eternally excluding the 
sinner from enjoyment' That ''we have laws enact- 
ed against various crimes, with penalties differing 
from onb another" shows that common sense teach- 
es mankind that there are different degrees in crim- 
inality — consequently^ it is fair to conclude that no 
«in is of infante demerit. 

1. Mr. P. says 'Hhere are good reasons for thifik- 
ing that no other penalty to. the divine lavr could pro- 
duce so much holiness and happiness in the universe, 
as eternal jpunishment." A inost curious position 
indeed ! If eternal punishment yrwid produce more 

lf>]pii^ adid k^ppiaess. iz\ the unirtrse; than ccmld be 
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derived from any other penalty to the divine law— 
why should not all nwumnd be punished eternally, 
that the full benefits of eternal misery might be re- 
ceived by all the creatures of Gk)d ? K it be said, 
the endless misery of some is necessary to the high- 
est happiness of others ; I reply ; that is begging the 
question. Where is the evidence that God cannot 
make some of his creatures as happy without, as with 
the never ceasing misery of others ? That evi- 
dence does not exist — ^the supposition is a mere sub- 
terfuge. Mr. P's. position seems to admit that the 
production of the greatest holiness and happiness in 
the universe, is an object most worthy of the divine 
Being. How strangely the minds oi men are blin- 
ded by tiieir prejudices ! Is it not intuitively cer- 
tain that the greatest degree of holiness and nappi- 
ness in the intelligent universe cannot be produced 
without the perfect and endless felicity of every ra- 
tionsd being ? Does it require a labored argument 
to show that a peart is less than the whole ? It is 
perfectly dear that a pumshment designed to effect 
the reformation of sinners — a punishment accomplish- 
ing that design, and admitting of the ultimate recep- 
tion of eternal life by every sinner, would produce 
&r more holiness and happmess in the universe, than 
could be produced by eternal punishment. Eternal 
pumshment would be an eternal diminution of the 
^licity of the moral universe. Mr. P. aays **there 
is somethii^ in the thought of punishment's being fi* 
nal and remedHess^ which gives it more influence o- 
ver the mind tiiafn aR other considerations put togeth- 
er." How does this sentiment accord with wl«it he 
advanced in a preceding discourse ^ In his third 



lecture omr auijior said, " thd whole force of the di- 
vine govr rnment. • • • • depends upon the visible cer- 
tainty of rewards and punishments." If the whole 
force of the divine government depends upon the 
certainty of rewards and punishments — ^that certain^ 
iy is of more consequence in tlie human mind, jthaii 
any consideration whatever relative to the duration 
of punishment: consequently he was mistaken in 
his opposing statement. 

What he *^said?^ in his last lecture has been noti- 
ced. He seems to doubt whether it be possible '^in 
the nature of things, to reclaim one sinner from his 
wanderings unless he had been condemned to end- 
less punishment." How very different was Paul's 
view of the cause of repentance. "Despisest thou 
the riches of his goodness and forbearance and long* 
suffering, not knowing that the GOODNESS of 
God leadeth thee to repentance! Rom. 2. 4. 

Mr. p. says "if the penalty of the law had been 
that sinners shall be punished until they repent, it 
certainjy cannot be shown that one soul would ever 
repent, under the influence of such a penalty." This 
is a mistake. In the case supposed, the penalty of 
the law can newer be inflicted till all sinners shall havC 
been brought to repentance ! 

Mr. P- says, "the same disposition which now 
prevents those who hold to a limited punishment, 
from repenting at the present time, might always 
operate to prevent repentance." I reply, the same 
disposition &c. might not always operate to prevent 
repentance : because that disposition may be placed 
in different circumstances. Again the same disposi- 
tioo which now prevents those who hold to an eQale93 
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miffht always operate to prevent repentance : so that 
iencue^s punishment, for ought that appears, possesses 
no advantages over a limited punishment, to induce 
men to repent. The truth is, the fear of punishment 
never produces genuine repentance. Tlie fear of 
punishment may restrain from overt acts of 8in-«-«aid 
a punishment that is certain and unavoidable, b 
mudi more efficient for that purpose, than one which 
is endless and may be avpided by repentance. 
That repentance will absolve sinners from the just 
punishment of their sins, is the doctrine of IntbU' 
gence^ as now taught by a majority of Protestants : 
put we think it no more favorable upon mankind 
in its moral influence, than the Catholic doctrine of 
Indulgences. It is the goodness of God and that »- 
lone, which produces true repentance. 

On his 93d. page, Mr. P. tells much about what 
we do not know— *that is, he makes several suppo- 
sitions, among which is the following <^we know not, 
but gratitude for their deliverance, (deliverance of 
those who will be saved from eternal misery,) will 
be made the chief means by which they shall be 
rendered more secure than were the angeb that sin- 
ned. Yet it is by no means certain that they 
could be secured unless this gratitude arose from 
a deliverance from eternal punishment, and un- 
less this ffratitude were kept alive by a constant 
e:$am^e of some who were justly suffering the ven- 
geance of eternal fire^" aa this is all supposition^ 
about which he knows nothing, we wjll also make a 
supposition — ^it is by no means certain they could 
mtXiQ secured, unless thi» gratitude arise from a de^ 
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lire^ance from eternal punishment &c. As Mr. 
V. confessedly knew nothing on this subject, why 
did he make a supposition so horrible ? Could his 
eternal felicity be increased or secured by the endless 
agony of his father, mother, wife, children, or 
any other part of the human race ? What shocking 
cruelty there is in the religion of some people ! We 
sincerely hope their hearts revolt at their sentiments. 
Such a supposition is not only dreadful in contem- 
plation, but it would furnish the inhabitants of hell 
with one source of unfailing consolation — that of 
knowing that their sufferings contribute to the happi- 
ness of their fellow creatures — a consolation which 
cheers every patriotic and benevolent heart in the 
field of danger and of battle, and in every sacrifice 
made for the welfare of others. Mr. P. says, "we 
know not the comparative magnitude of the prison 
of hell." Why then does he attempt to found an 
arguipent upon- ignorance ? If such txjail must al- 
ways exist, the smaller it is, the better. Mr. P. is 
quite modest on this point in comparison with some 
others. • Edwards says " the sight of hell torments 
will exalt the happiness of the saints forever. It will 
not only make them more sensible of the greatness 
and freeness of the grace of God in their happiness ; 
but it will really make their happiness the greater ; 
as it will make them more sensible of their happiness; 
it will give them a more lively relish of it ; it will 
make them prize it more, when they see others ' 
who were of the same nature and born under the 
«ame circumstances, and they so distinguished, oh I it 
will make them sensible how happy they are." 
What barbarity! Such sentiments are enough to 
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chill tlie purple current of life as it rushes warm from 
Ihe human heart ! 

Mr. P. says "suppose that our present law a- 
gainst murder required that the murderer should suf- 
fer the loss of his right hand, instead of his life. It 
cannot be shown that the increase in the number of 
sufierers, would not more than make up the amount 
of punishment which is endured from the crime of 
murder, under the present law ; while the dangers 
and sufferings of the innocent might be increased a 
thousand fold." To this, I reply ;. in the case sup- 
posed, it cannot be shown that the increase in the 
numbers of sufferers would more than make up the 
amount of punishment &c.; therefore his supposition 
amoun-s to nothing- We have already shown that a 
limited punishment "saves more suffering, prevents 
more sin, and promotes more holiness" than an end- 
less punishment "could possibly do." We are as 
certain of this, as we are that a part is less than the 
whole. 

2. It is not unreasonable to suppose that the guilt of 
sinners deserves eternal punishment, when we con- 
sider the nature of sin." So says Mr. P. He says 
"the doctrine of the bible which teaches us that it 
(sin) deserves eternal punishment, does not seem 
unreasonable." Here is a very great mistake. The 
bible does not teach us that sin deserves eternal 
punishment. This we think we have already 
shown. 

Mr. P. says "should a child point you to your 
duty you would be bound to follow its direction ; but 
if an elder brother had urged you to the same course, 
your obligation wo\dd be iog:ea8ed; if your father 
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commuHled it, your obligation would be still farther 
increased ; but if that same father were clothed with 
tiie power of the chief Ma^strate of the nation, and 
should command it on die authority of the laws, by 
which the good order of the nation is secured, how 
manifestly would your obligation be heightened." 
This rule to detenmne the magnitude of sm is plau- 
sible, but extremely defective. Though he has not 
attemjjted to prove it, it may be expedient to show 
wherein it is defective. How would it apply to an 
idht or a maniac ? Not at aU. How would it a{>- 
ply to vrfaniB ? It would not be adapted to their 
circumstances. Why not ? Because they do not 

Sssess capacUy to understand moral laws. Then 
r. P. has onutted one important consideration in 
his rule — that is, the capacity of those who become 
transgressors. Sin is necessarily Umted by the 
limited powers of those who commit it. If a child 
should so point any person to his duty, as to make 
him understand it, it is manifest that such person 
would be under as stronj? obligations to perform that 
duty, as thoudi the chiefMagistrate of the nation had 
communicated the knowledge of it, or had comman- 
ded it. As soon as a moral being knows his duty, let 
him derive that knowledge from whom he may, he 
is under as strong obligation as he can be, to perform 
it. If the law or authority sinned against be infinite, 
sin cannot be Infinite, because committed by a finite 
being. Man cannot sin against a law which is a- 
bove his capacity. Such a law would virtually be 
no law ; and where there is no law, there is no trans- 
gression. If it be objected, that this reasoning ab- 
solves man from infinite authority. I answer^it does 
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not: because God can, and does govern man bylaws 
adapted to their condition — consequently those laws 
are finite. *^ If one man sin against another, the 
judge shall judge him ; but if a man sin against the 
liord, who shall intreat for him." If one man sin 
against another, or against the Lord) he violates a 
law derived from the same source; that is, from God. 
But we think it unreasonable in the extreme, to sup- 
pose that the violation of any law, within the power 
.of man to violate, should deserve endless punish- 
ment. 

Mr. p. says "Sin is a rejectoin of God's eter- 
nal favor — God does offer to sinners his continued 
and everlasting favor — he sets life and death before 
them, and intreats them to choose life ; but if they 
give up voluntarily eternal life, where is the injus- 
tice of leaving them without it .^" Again he says, 
"however great the blessing rejected may be, if it 
be gratuitously and kindly offered, and is rejected, 
you deserve to lose it." On what, principle does 
the wayward child who rejects sonie proffered, paren- 
tal favor,deserve to lose that favor forever? Certainly 
on the principle* of retaHatiofiy and no other. But 
what does Mr. P. mean by rejecting God's eternal 
favor ? Is God so capricious that his favor depends 
on the conduct of his creatures ? As well might it 
be said that the reception of existence depends on 
the conduct of men before they exist! Reject God's 
eternal favor — it is impossible : for if God's favor 
can be rejected, it is not eternal, in the most unlimi- 
ted sense of the word The feivor of God is not ' 
contingent, but underived, unchangeable and endless. 
Uis the source of every blessing received by every 
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crealore. It is a fofoor to sinners to be punished as 
they deserve. But wbat does Mr. P. mean ivheii 
he says, ^*Ood does offer to sinners his contmued and 
everlasting &VQr? Does he mean that Giod bypo- 
critically oners his eveiiasting favor to Calvinistic r^p- 
lobates, whom he has doomed to anendlessheU, by a 
changeless decree recorded in the archives of heav- 
en from the numberless ages of eternity ? Or will 
he deny his Calvinism as many do, and say God of- 
fers his everlasting &vor to millions of those whom 
he infallibly knows will eternally reject it — ^whom 
he unfeelingly created with the ceritnn knowledge 
that thev would writhe in the keenest torture ^^ages 
of hqpeiess end''? Iti either case, we do not pre- 
cisely understand what he means by his supposed 
offers of eternal £ivor. 

Our author says '^another thing, which dearly e^ 
vinces the consistency of eternal punishment with 
perfect justice, is the nict, that sinners, when they 
are convinced of sin, feel that they deserve eternal 
punishment." 

The fact that sinners feel that they deserve eter- 
nal punishment, dearly evinces the consistency of 
that punishment with perfect justice ! Mr. P. seems 
to have placed very great dependence'upon this fact: 
for he says, it ckany evinces ^c He did not 
speak wioi so much confidence on any porition assu- 
med in his fifth Lecture. |f an argument founded 
on the/eeltnjfs and prejudices of mankind be valid ; 
we may prove that the Hindoo Churuku, or hook 
swinj^ng — and their still more shocking practice of 
burmng widows on the funeral pile ot their decea- 
sed husbands ; cleady evinces the consistency of 
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those {practices, with perfect justice : fer the imsera-* 
ble victims of thoee barbantiesi/s^l that those prac- 
tioes are just»right ^ neeessaryl AUthe foolenesH— all 
the cxuelttes of superstitioD, m all agea and att ooud^ 
tiieg may be ptoved to foe cmiaiatent with perfect 
justice, according to Mr. P's. mode of proviBg the 
consistenq^ of eternal puniduoent with perfect jua* 
tice ! We think if our author had taken a second 
thon^ity he woidd not have laid down a position so 
absurd. He thinks the feelings and opinions of those 
sinners, who do not believe they oeserre etenial 
punishment jurove nothing i^nst the justice of 
It: to thisyit is replied, then the feelings and opinion? 
of those who think the burning of widows on the 
funeral pile unreasonable, iidmman and irreligious, 
prove nothingagainst the perfectjustice of that practiee! 
Why do so many sinneis acknowledge they cfe- 
seroe to be eternally miserable ? We think there 
is na mystery in this. ^*When the people saw that 
Mosea delayed to come down out of the mount, the 
people ffatliered themselves together unto Aaron, 
and said unto him, up, make us gods, which shaQ so 
befereus ; for as for this Moses, & man that bixni^ 
us up out of the land of E^^rpt, we wot not what is 
become of him. And Aaron saud unto them. Break 
off the golden ear-rings, which are in the ears of your 
wives, ra your sons, and of vour daufi[hters, and 
Idng them unto me. And au the peoj^e break off 
the golden ear-rings, which were in their ears, and 
brought them unto Aaron. And he received them 
at their hand,'' (Aaron acted Hke a modern cleri<^ 
beggar) ^'ond fashioned ii %oUh a graoing tool af- 
ter he had made it a molten calf" £(«• W^en Mo- 
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9es called Aaron to an account for this wickednessj 
his excuse was, 'Hhou knowest the people that they 

are set on mischief and I said unto them, 

whosoever hath any gold, let them break it off* 
So they gave it me : and then I cast it into the fire, 
and there came out this, calf *^^ What a hypocrite 
Aaron was! He meant to deceive Moses by omitting 
to state a most important particular ''he fashioned it 
with a graving tool ;" whereas he would fain have 
jIMEoses think a golden calf had been miraculously pro- 
duced ! ■ The people were bent on mischief and he 
was willing to gratify them in it ! 

Our clergy very carefully teach children they de- 
serve to be eternally miserable. If this be true, the 
injustice of God is the only foundation of their hope 
of salvation ! Nothing in all the works, providence, 
or word of God would ever suggest the idea that 
sinners de^erwc endless wo. But when people have 
been thoroughly trained with traditionary notions; 
the preacher will work himself into a phrenzy , and 
his hearers into a consternation, by portraymg the 
burning vengeance of an almighty destroyer, and 
"the lively bright horrors" of an endless hell ; where 
misery wdl be sufficiently keen and lasting to cause 
the veriest savage in the universe to shed tears of 
bldod ! Then, a revival,founded on the fear of hell, 
commences. Young people, especially females, be- 
come dreadfully frightened. Then the preacher ,who 
has conjured up this artificial storm, questions con- 
verts : Is your nature totally depraved ? Yes. Do 
you hate God ? Yes. Does the justice of' God 
require your^endless misery ? Yes Are you wiUing 
to be damned forever ? Yes. It is aU yea. The 
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mind is completely captivated. If modem dergy- 
men have not used "a graving tool," they liave/a«A* 
toned every one of the notions in question. To 
cap the climax of absurdity, they sometimes refer 
to the very feelings and opinions which they have 
produced, to show "the consistency of eternal pun- 
ishment with perfect justice !" 

Mr. P's. similitude of "a man in England accu- 
sed of murder" ^c. is irrelevant ; because he was 
a hypocrite — and was conscious of his guilt wKle de- 
fending himself: but those sinners who do not think 
they deserve eternal punishment are not conscious 
of meriting it. 

Mr. P. says "From our subject thus illustrated, 
we may see why the saints will be satisfied with the 
divine conduct, in the eternal punishment of the 
wicked. They are represented in the scriptures as 
looking upon the sufferings of the lost, ana as prai- 
sing God and shouting Alleluia as the smoke of their 
torment ascends up before them forever and ever. 
They rejoice not in the sufferings of the danmed, but 
in the justice of God" &c. Here again Mr. P. 
has relied solely on tradition to give the impression 
that the subject to which he refers, alludes to eternal 
punishment — ^that the saints look upon the sufferings 
of the finally lost — that the smoke of their torment 
ascending up forever and ever, should be taken in an 
unlimited fens'e &c. He has adduced no proof of 
these things. He must know that the phrase forever 
sftid ever is frequently used in a limited sense in 
scripture. There are many considerations which in- 
duce the belief that the punishment of Babylon is in 
this world, for "the merchants of the earth shall 

K 
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\yeep & mourn over her'' &c. See Revelations* Mr- 
p. says "so clear may we suppose will be the jus- 
tice of God in the punishment of the wicked, that 
it will be impossible that any should refrain from 
heartily aroroving of the sentence which dooms 
them to en(&ess punishment." If they heartily ap- 
prove of that sentence, they not only ought to be 
damned, but will undoubtemy be happier there than 
they could be any where else ! 

Mr. P's. last jparagra^ contains nothing of note,ex<- 
cept the recognition ofthe grand principle that the di 
vine government should regard "the greatest good" of 
the universe — and the idea that the everlasting favor 
of God, may be given up. Both these particulars 
liave been answered. 

" Shall not the judge of all the earth do right?" 
We consider this, a question in form, but not in fact. 
It appears to be equivalent to a positive declaration 
that the Judge of all the earth will do right. To 
treat all according to their deserts without any partiali- 
ty, would be to do right. . " Justice and judgment 
are the habitation of thy throne : mercy and truth 
flhall go before thy face." Ps. 89. 14. Justice re- 
quires that a proper distinction be made between 
the righteous and the wicked. "Say ye to the right- 
eous that it shall be well with him : for uiey 
shall eat the fruit of their doings. Wo unto the 
wicked ! It shall be ill with him : for the reward 
of hig hands shall be given him." Isa. 1, 10, II. 
Justice win treat all according to their deserts ; but 
justice is essentially different from cruelty. God 
Tcnows the character of all creatures — he has power 
tb do justice and is unchangeable. If any, or all of 
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the human race deserve eternal misevV) it is ju&t as 
certain that they -will receive it, as it is, tliat God 
tcill do justice ! K all sinners deserve eternal mis- 
eij, eveiy hope of salvation must be founded on the 
injustice of God ! Not only is God a being of jus- 
tice and judgment, but mercy and truth go before 
his face. The veracity of God requires that all his 
threatenings, and all his promises should be strictly 
and faithfiiily fulfilled ; therefore the promises and 
threatenings should not be so construed as to stand in 
direct opposition to each other — ^lest one, or the oth- 
er be violated. The justice dnd mercy, and all other 
attributes of Grod harmoniously seek, and will pro- 
duce the greatest good of the whole universe. 
Mercy does not oppose a just punishment, and jus- 
tice does not prevent the recepti(m of divine mercy* 
''Mercy and truth are met together, righteous- 
ness and peace have kissed each oSier.'' *< Alleluia; 
salvation, and gk>ry, and honor, and power unto tb» 
JLotd OUT God.*' 



^^frove all things : hold fast that which is good.^^ 

Thess* 5.21. 

Free and candid investigation is undoubtedly 
encouraged and required, by ibe bibie. That pre- 
cious book clearly exhibits the moral character of 
man. In the language of Mr. P. <4t places the 
Tvhole race upon one level • • • • it shows that no 
man has a right to dictate another's belief* • • • 
that every individual is solemnly bound to inves- 
tigate and understand the truth for himself,'^ The 
bible ''gives no countenance to thoughtlessness 
by making religious doctrines a matter of indiffer- 
ence.'^ The Bible not only represents the Sav- 
iour as the light of the world, but as possessing 
ample power to accomplish that mission of divine 
and infinite mercy, which he came into the world 
to establish. ''The Sonofmnnis come to seek 
and to save that which was lost." Jesus said "All 
power is given unto me in heaven and in earth." 
All mankind were lost, Jesus came to seek and 
save them. There cati be no failure in the ac- 
complishment of that most benevolent object. — 
The more thoroughly we search and understand 
the scriptures, the more lovely does the divine 
character appear, as manifested through him who 
is "the brightness of the Father's glory and the 
express image of his person. " The more clearly 
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we underitand the divine character and porpoi^ 
esy the more perfectly are ^e at peace with Qod^ 
ourselves, and all mankind. 

While we are required to prace all things re* 
lating to our spiritual interests, we are command- 
ed to hold fast that which is good. Whatever ia 
not really good is to be rejected. What good to 
the intelligent universe can result from endiesa 
misery ? Will it be good to those who suffer it? 
O, no : it will be to them the worst of ailpossiok 
evils. Will it do the Divine Being any good to 
behold the feeble creatures of his own power Id 
hdpeiess sorrow ? Certainly not : for Gbd is per« 
fectly happy in himself — ^he is independent of all 
creatures. Will it do any good to those who are 
saved, to know that vast multitu4es of their fel* 
low-creatures, whom they are bound to love at 
they loTC themselves, are eternally excluded from 
the divine mercy, and subjected to the keenest tor- 
ture ? No. The doctrine of endless misery ia 
not good — it is an eternal eM — it is an eternal 
diminution of the happiness of the intelligent uni- 
verse — therefore we should not hold it fast. 

In our first sermon, we took notice of Mr. p.'a 
direct arguments in favor of endless misery. 

1. Concerning the promises of the gospel, we 
admitted; 

That they embraced perfect holiness and e* 
temal happiness. There was no need of any dis- 
cussion on this point. 

3. We proved that if we confine the prom- 
ises of God to a certain dassr^Aat is, the right- 
eouS) none can be eternally excluded from the 

k2 
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betCibts tf^ those promises; iortbe time will com6 
vrben all shall be holy. We also proved that Mr. 
P. bad mistaken the nature of the promises : for 
all families, all nations, and all kindreds of the 
earth are unconditionallj promised justifiication 
through faith in Christ — that no law can prevent 
the fulfilment of the promises, for they were con- 
firmed by the immutable oath of God. 

3. We stated that Mr. P. 's passages, which be 
said contrasted the future state of the righteous 
end the wicked, did not apply to a future state, 
but receive their fulfilment in this life — and Mr. 
p. did not attempt to prove the correctness ofbis 
application of those passages. We also proved 
that the passage, on which he chicfiy relied for 
his future contrast, received its accomplishment 
in this world. 

4. We proved that neither of the texts, which 
Mr. P. had quoted to show that men are in dan- 
ger of an endless, or eternal punishment, amounts 
to any proof of such danger — that the words sig- 
nifying duration, and applied to punishment, are 
frequentlv used in a limited sense in scripture ; 
that the destruction of saul and body in Gehenna 
or hell, does not refer to misery beyond the grave, 
and we have reason to believe God is able to do 
many things which he never toill do. 

6. We examined the class of texts adduced by 
Mr. P. to show that the punishment of some men 
is remediless — tht^t they never shall have for- 
giveness Stc. and proved that neither of those texts 
furnishes the least evidence of the truth of the 
]K>sition| to which be applied them — that while 
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some of those texts prohibit forgivenesfl for a cer- 
tain period, or under certain circaniBtaiices, they 
do not preyent the reception of divine grace and 
forgiveness throughout eternity. 

Our next sermon was devoted to the examiaar 
tion of Mr. P.'s pretended refutation of Univer- 
salist arguments. We shovired that the justice oi 
God forms the basis of an important argument in 
favor of Universalism, because God is not only 
just in himself, but se^ks to render all his crea- 
tures just, and his designs must be effected — that 
Jesus came to fulfil the moral law in evety jot. 
and tittle, which cannot be done, till every rar 
tional being shall love God with all his heart and 
his fellow creatures as himself. 

In reply to Mr. P.'s position that justice re- 
quires something more than a mere discipline 
intended for the good of the offender, w# proved 
that infinite evil cannot exist in the universe 
without impeaching the divine Being«-that infi- 
nite goodness always makes use of the best possi- 
ble means to make all creatures happy — that if 
there can be no curse unless it be endlesS| Mr. 
P. and all other sinners are in a condition entire- 
ly hopeless. 

2. We proved that while sinners may demand 
a deliverance from suffering after they have suf- 
fered all that justice requires; yet they could not 
demand salvation on the ground of law : because 
their sufferings might be terminated by armhila^ 
tion. Every sinner, therefore, is entirely depen- 
dent on the free grace ofOodfor salvadon and 
ete;rQal life, though ^e mast 8u£kr aU the pmah- 
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meot justice require»— because the Judge of all 
the earth will do rigkt. 

4. We showed that the justice and mercy of 
God harmonize — that justice must be violated, 
or forgiveness is not incompatible with a just pun- 
ishment. 

5. We showed that Christ does not deliver 
men from the curse of the law in such manner as 
to exonerate them from the just punishment of 
their sins — but that he delivers them from the 
curse of the law by delivering them from m it- 
self, and UuiversaJists are misrepresented when 
it is said, we believe Christ delivers sinners ^^from 
the means of repentance." 

2. We examined Mr. P.'s considerations des- 
igned to show that justice is not satisfied with a 
mere discipline, intended for the good oi the suf- 
ferers. We showed that all the punishments of 
sinners must be compatible with the exercise of 
parental kindness, or, God is a malignant and re- 
vengeful being — that to treat one sinner oh a dif- 
ferent principle from that, on which, other sin- 
ners are treated, would be partialUyj that what 
the law saith to one sinner, it says to all sinners, 
that parents never cast off a child finally, unless 
deficient in power to govern or reclaim it — ^tbat 
God is not deficient in power, will or means 
for the salvation of every smner. 

1. It was shown that it is mere assumption, a 
begging of the question indeed, to say sinners de- 
serve eternal punishment; for^no evidence of that 
position has been produced — that if some sinners 
who deserve endless misery be forgiven, andoth- 
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Kke. 

2. In reply to Mr. P.'s arguments on the posi- 
tion that life is too short for a man to contract guilt 
enough to deserve eternal punishment, it was re- 
plied that the shortness of human life; unconnect* 
ed with any other consideration^ is not an argu- 
ment relied on hy Universalists, to show that 
sinners do not deserve eternal punishment — that 
man does not possess the capacity to commit a sin 
which deserves eternal punishment, whether he 
be a longer or shorter period of time in commit- 
ting it. 

3. In reply to Mr. P's. arguments on the posi- 
tion, the creatuire is finite and therefore cannot 
deserve an endless punisbment-^it was proved 
that no being in the universe can commit an in- 
finite sin — that it would be cruel and unjust for 
God to give an endlessly cursed eodstetuie to any 
creature, and he always knew the final destiny 
of all creatures. 

4. To the position, that because sinners live 
several years in this world without being reclaim- 
ed-^'Without any impeachment of the divine jus- 
tice — there is 'no injustice in learing them in 
sin and misery to all eternity;' we replied, this is 
arguing in a circle. By this rule, if a man can 
live without food six hours, he can thus live one 
hundred years ! We also proved that God pun- 
ishes bis creatures for their ^ooJ, and for no oth- 
er purpose. Punishment must therefore be lim- 
ited, that they may receive the good designed for 
th^m. 
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5. In reply to Mr. P.'s feeble attempt to refute 
the arguments of Universalists draivn from the uni- 
versal goodness of God, we showed that if the 
justice of God is consistent with his goodnesa, 
then justice never required the endless misery of 
those who are to be saved. If the goodness of 
God would exclude all real suffering from the u- 
niverse, on the same principle that it excludes 
endless suffering; then the goodness which for- 
bids us to kill a man by lingering torture, would 
forbid us from giving him pain enough to ampu- 
tate a limb, to save his life ! We also proved that 
the greatest good oi the universe requires the 
greatest good of each individtial of the universe, 
therefore according to Mr. P. the ailment Uni- 
versalists draw from the universal goodness of 
God ^'amounts to something." We also showed 
that every good parent will subject his children to 
any suffering, wnich he is certain will be banefi- 
cial to them — ^that there is a wide difference be- 
tween any ^empora/ suffering — and never-ending 
misery. The former does not, and the latter does 
exclude its subjects from all possible good. If 
the goodness of God is universal, unchangeable 
and eternal, all beings will always share in it. 

3. In reply to Mr. P.'s arguments relative to 
the universality of the atonement, we showed that 
atonement is reconct/ia/ton, and as he admits it to 
be universalj all will of course be reconciled to 
God. <<God was in Christ reconciling the 
WORLD unto himself." No created power can 
prevent it. We also showed that faith does not 
alter the truth; consequently if God has not given 
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eternal life in Christ to every human being, there 
is no truth on the subject, for some to believe, 
except that they will be damned ! 

4. In reply to Mr. P. 's arguments concerning 
the direct testimony, which Universalists bring 
from the scriptures, we have shown that if the 
words,expressive of duration, which the scriptures, 
apply to the punishment of the wicked, prove that 
punishment to be endless — ^then the same words 
having been applied to the Mosaic Dispensation, 
with equal force, prove the endless duration of 
that Dispensation^ consequently Christianity is an 
imposition ! We also think we fully proved that 
Mr. P. has not weakened any one of the passa- 
ges, which he noticed as direct testimony in fa- 
vor of Universalism; but notwithstanding all he 
has said, those passages still remain, furnishing 
clear and positive testimony in favor of universal 
salvation. 

In reply to Mr. P.'s third lecture which con- 
tained an argument drawn from the providences 
of Grod, and designed to confirm the doctrine of 
endless misery, it was shown that God takes ven- 
geance on sinners, not merely to retaliate on them 
but for their ultimate good — that there are direct 
intimations of mercy in some of the most dread- 
ful judgments of God upon sinners — that argu- 
ments drawn from analogy are uncertain — that if 
strict justice be not done to individuals in this 
life, and a principl? of action which is at one time 
consistent with God is eternally consistent, then 
strict justice flerer will be rendered to individu- 
«ls and the divine government will be eternally 
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analogical reasoning, were wrong; for God is now 
acting upon a principle which exhibits an intention 
to punish all sinners justly, ^nd to show mercy to all 
mankind, and as God is unchangeable, the argument 
from analogy favors the doctrine of universal holiness 
and happiness, and pleads for the eternal expression 
of boundless goodness, and unbending justice. 

In our reply to Mr. P's. fourth lecture, which 
was designed to show that Universalism does not 
produce a religious life ; while the system opposed 
to it does produce genuine, practical piety ; we en- 
deavored to show tnat Universalism does lead many 
persons publicly to profess religion — ^to lead a truly 
prayerful and virtuous life — ^to make active exertjons 
to send the gospel to the destitute — that it often re- 
claims men irom a life of sin — that it never did and 
never can occasion distressing apprehensions on a 
death-bed ; for it is want of faith in it, that produ- 
ces distress. In all these particulars, we snowed 
Mr. P's. mistake, and that Universalism possesses, 
in every respect the most salutary moral influeuce 
upon mankind — and consequently possesses the high- 
est claims to be considered the truth of Grod. 

In reply to Mr. P's. fifth lecture, it was sfiown 
that a limited punishment, designed to reclaim sin- 
ners, and succeeded by holiness, would necessarily 
produce more happiness in the universe than could be 
produced by the endless punishment of a part of the 
human race— ^consequently that a /iim^e^f punishment 
is most compatible with the greatest good of the uni- 
verse, and with the infinite goodness and glory of 
God. It was also shown that it was ynreasonaWe 
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to suppose sinners ddserve eternal punishment ivhen 
we consider that every power and faculty which 
man possesses is finite or limited, and though sin is 
exceedingly sinful, it is not infinite. It was also 
shown that the only reason why sinners confess that 
they deserve eternal punishment,is because they are 
first carefully taught tnat they must feel and acknowl- 
edge that the justice of God dooms them to eternal 
wor— and perhaps admit that they arc wilKng to be 
damned, in order that they may be saved ! For a 
person to say he is willing to be damned forever, is 
no more, nor less than to say, I love God so perfect- 
ly that I am willing to hate him eternally ! 

In this course of sermons, we have endeavored, 
not only to refute Mr, P. but also to show that 
Universaiism is established upon an. immoveable ba- 
sis. How far we have succeeded, others must de- 
termine. 

Mr. P*s. highly colored supposition concerning 
one of the "superior planets" — its inhabitants, laws 
&c. is inapplicable to the condition of human beings. 
Admitting what he supposes, his conclusion would 
be correct. But the facts in relation to man are 
widely different from his supposition. Mr. P. hap- 
pens to think, 

**Ncne ever felt the halter draw, 
With good opinion of the law. " 

If endless misery may be compared to a " halter," 
it will "draw" as dosely around Mr. P. as any otii- 
er sinner. If he can make his escape firom his 
own principles, we think others need not despair. 
"We live in a province of Jehovah's empire." 
L 



In tlie statate book which he has given U8| he ha* 
viioonditionaUy, promised spiritual blessmgs in Chml: 
to all nations, families, and kindreds of ihe earthf 
and we believe he wiU fulfil those promises. God 
has given us no contrast between those who shall be 
eternidlv happy and those who shall be eternally 
miseraUe. There is no intimation of losing the sow 
in such manner that it cannot be found. All the 
punishments threatened for sin are without remedv*— 
tiiat is-^they are dertain to be inflicted — ^but ^'Grod 
will not cast off forever." We see Grod acting up- 
on the principle of tmpor^ia/ justice in making every 
one as miserable as he is sinful-— we see him actiiu^ 
upon the plinciple of impartial goodness in exteno- 
in^ his tender mercies over all his works-— and we 
thmk his mercy endureth forever-— «a>d he will e- 
temally be bo& just and merciful *^withoui pariioHr 
ty.^^ The moral influence of the doctrine of eter* 
nal misery is written in living characters in the blood 
of millions of the human race, who have fallen vic- 
tims to the relentless cruelty of its hardened advo- 
cates and believers.— it is seen in many a wo-wom 
countenance, where the smile of joy has already 
been succeeded by cheerless melancholly and ihe 
gloom of settled despair — ^it is felt in the boscMn of 
society, where the *<milk of human kindness" has 
been dried up, social intercourse prohibited, and the 
principles of oenevolence shamelessly violated. It 
19 a doctrine which has no foundation in the wofd of 
God, and no claim to the confidence of man. 

We inform Mr. P. that there can be no dispute 
whether his ^'Lectures were designed to sustain die 
doctrine of eternal punishment," or not. No one 
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who reads those Lectttres ctn find reason to doubt 
He sHjBi <^and yet I fancy that no candid and tw*^ 
tional adnd can look at the connexion and apeement 
of the troths that appear in the bible, and m Prov>* 
dence, and fed any more doubt that God has inten* 
ded by these truths to teach the doctrine of eternal 
punishment, than that I have intended by these Leo* 
tares to maintain the same s^timent" What an 
astonishuMT **fmcyV^ It most be that his head was 
A litde gtady. Giddiness is often the result of hard, 
mental labor. 

If it, (elemal snsnry) ^'is one of diose great caiw 
dinaltroths, of which itveems 4tt if ti^ whole sa* 
cped Tohme was written to defend it"-^4iow does it 
happen tfast Mr. P. could not find even one pasv 
sage to support it ? He says, Christ ^'tavgbt the 
doctrine or etenod pimisfament witii hequency and 
with amaaing eamastness." If so, ^y cannot he 
reler us to a smf^ paange of scripture, when 
CSiiist meortians tiiat dodhrne ? He says '^heie m 
flcaro^ any doctrine winch so disobuges a larn 
dass of hearers." Tme. Sveiy thing good in the 
himan mind «ad lieart revolts, mstinctively revoHs 
at it Probably a fnajofiiy of those who hearaod 
sappoit that doctrine disregard it. That many do 
4i8reg«d it, is certain ; for thev can Bleep verv 
oomfertabl^ when it is energeticaly prodaimed ! if 
eternal misery were , proved Ime it ought to be 
piaaehed. it gave ancient Jonah much pain to d»- 
uver his messafle of destruotioB to Ninevah : but 
when lie £»>d&Ml <liip(>»l 40 .how meny, he w«> 
**venr uigij !** Some of those who now so rete^ 
lonfiy {veach eternal missiy, seem to be, very angry 
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when the doctrine of Universal grace is advocated- 
thcv cannot bear the thought that sirmers will be sa- 
Ted ! If their hearts oppose their sentiments, they 
are objects of conuniseration, if they really think it 
their duty to preach it. If eternal misery be congenial 
to their feehngs : their hearts and doctrine are iaenti- 
^ed with cruelty itself. 

Our author says '* would you like to see the whole 
conununity freed from the fear of Crod, and of eter- 
nal punishment ?" We answer. We should like 
to see the whole community freed froni the fear of e- 
temal punishment : but we should not like to see 
any' freed from the fear of God : because the filial 
fear of God is the beginning of wisdom. "The in- 
structions of the scriptures," on all subjects, "ought 
to be regarded with deep and solemn interest." 
But a polemical writer should be very careful to es- 
tablish his doctrime clearly, and as far as possible, in- 
disputably, before he undertakes to found an e:dior- 
tation upon his sentiments. It is generally much 
easier to assume the truth of opinions, and then ex- 
hoft with as much confidence as though the premises 
had been proved ; than it is to establish truth by ev- 
idence ana argument. 

Mr. P. say^, "in view of the truth maintained in 
these Lectures, we see that many of you are in ac- 
tual danger of eternal punishment." If what he 
maintained, or endeavored to maintain in his lectures 
vrert truth; there would be not only danger, but a 
certainty that many of our race will be eternally 
miserable. But we really think we have fairly refu- 
ted Mr. P. and we are certain the hearts of all 
holy beings are in our cause. "Actual danger of «h 



temri pnuflfament.^^ Jff CdviiiiflHi be tnievkbere it no 
dflMfO* Oat cne 4if tte elect uriH be etenndy loet-**. 
aid no ^onttilUif of tiie «al vatioii of eiie rmobcte. 
E9(wj repiefaatBinil certamkf be eterniJly damied. 
if AminianMaf) beirueiCM eaimnfy know$ who wifi 
be saved; tbere no danger of the final duwition 
of one, vAojBiod podliTely kmWyWoM be mit«^— 
and no p^ftUnkiy of thenlvaition of one, wiio, GoA 
knew, woidd be elemaliy misenble : became the 
faiowMge tif Ood is i^WUe. Mr. P. woaU 
timte&fn be bmsk consisteBt to apeak of the cert am** 
fy, latber ftsm the danger of eternal pmurinneiA-^ 
;anil (bat too, whether he raaj cfaooae to be a Gahin* 
istor an Annixnan. 

«'He that believeth not ia condenmed aiheadj,** 
but not in each manner as to prevent his 8alyation,fer 
'*Grod who is ridi in aaeBcy^Qf hie great love where* 
with he loved <n, even when we were dead ts ma, 
hoA qnkafcened ua to^^ther with CfariBt.*' Sph. 2. 
^ 5- . 

Speaking of the divine law, Mr. P. aaya Ooi 
^^will wit &n]ah in <^ least its eternal and tre* 
snendons penaltj." 'Dns is not only aaMition, bet 
iiube&fmalhe ftestion; he has net prov^ed thil 
the^fivine Utw has an etemad pena^. A|;ainbe 
aays, '^For yon tiiere are iMt two possible ooa<^ 
tions. Yon mast fetom to the boeoRi ofyovr God^ 
the ground of a enciotts pardn^or you mtut sink ufldtt 
the unxnUigalea «uiee or tet kw which says nmiag 
oze^ ''the sod that sinBeth H shall die'' If the 
soul (hat siiUMth aftoB die, there m no ««nditioo in 
tfaecase; and when Mr. £. jummsesa ''gi«<^ 
|Mdbn^' Am (Imi death4«e toein, bewit w4r d<^ 

t2 
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it upon his own authority, but in direct opposition 
to Revelation, which says "the soul that smneth it 
shall die." Mr. P. says "the language of the Sav- 
iour to you is, agree with thine adversary quickly" 
&c. Vvould he represent Grod to be the adversary 
of man ? Jesus always represented God to be the 
(ather and friend of man. Christ asserted that God 
loved the world, and that he loved even his enemies. 
If Mr. P. will look again at the passage he quo- 
ted from Math, chapt. 5. he may perceive that the 
adversary there mentioned, was not God, but a fel- 
bw creature, see from the 23d. to the 26th verse. 
Mr. p. says, "I have sometimes . wished my 
friends, that 1 could present to you the images of 
woe that are found "where hell and horror reigns-" 

if you could see the look .of undying agony ; the 
despairing wretched aspect ; impatient blaspheming 
spirit ; if you could dwell upon nis company and his 
employment ; if you could see the quenchless fires, 
anfl the deathless worm — if you could comprehend 
the amount of accumulating, and unending misery 
and see all the eternal horrors that hang around the 
second death, it might produce the most salutary ef- 
fect. . But no, I am mistaken, for I remember that 
there was one, who rose up from the bed of fire, in 
wUch he was weltering, and seeing^ Abraham afar 
off" &c. If men are victims of Mr. P's. "hell 
and horror," it is not easy to perceive that any ad- 
vantage would result from the knowledge of it. If 
it be said they onght to know, in order to avoid it; 

1 answer, if it can be avoided^ it is not a truth. U 
any are really to be .eternally miserable in a future 
life, it woMld certaiiily be benevolent to keep them 
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h. ignorance of it, while in this life, that they may 
receive what little enjoyment this world affords ; and 
not become the subjects of despair before the proper 
time. The scriptures do not represent the second 
death to be hung round, nor attended with ^'eternal 
horrors." On the contrary, we are informed that 
death of eveiy description shall be destroyed. O- 
mitting the words supplied by the translators, in the 
26th Terse of the 15th chapter of first Cor. it reads 
thus, "the last enemy shall be destroyed, death,'' or 
death the last enemy shallhe destroyed. When the 
last enemy of human happiness shaU have been des- 
troyed, the Saviour's triumph will be complete. The 
"second death," mentioned only in the book of Rcvr 
elation, probably signifies apastacy, and may be suf- 
fered in this life. The first death is in sin — ^the sec- 
ond death i^ doubtless of a similar nature. When 
men believe and obey the gospel, tiiey spiritually 
live. If they again fell into sin, they become mor- 
ally dead a second time. 

The narrative concerning the rich man and Laza- 
rus, to which Mr. P. has referred must be either 
literal or parabolic. If literal, it contains many ab- 
surdities. If parabolic, whatever may be its true 
meaning, it is unreasonable to construe a part of it 
literally to favor certain doctrines, while oUier parts 
of the same account are construed figuratively. The 
original word rendered hell in this parable, is not 
Gshenna (which was fully explaiaed m our first ser- 
mon,) but Hades. In his 6th. Preliminary Dis- 
sertation, Dr^ Campbell says, "As to the word 
Hades ,- which occurs in eleven places in the New 
Testament, and is rendered helly in all, except 
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one where it is translated grwe^ it is quite cannnoii 
in classical authors, and frequentl]^ used by the Sev- 
enty in the translatien of the Old Testament* • •• •• 
In the Old Testament, the corresponding word is 
Scheolf which signifies the state of the dead in gen- 
eral, without regard to the goodness or badness of 
the persons, theur lumpmess or misery.'' Dr^ 
WhUby says, '< That Scheol^ throughout the Old 
Testament, and Bade$ in die Septua^t, answer- 
ing to it, siffniAr not the place of punishment, or «f 
tike souls of oad men only, bit the grare only, or 
the place of death, appears. 1st From the root of it 
Shaalf which njpufies to ask, crave and require, be- 
cause it craves m all men, Prov. 30. 16. and will 
let no man escape its hands, Ps. 89. 48. Itbtfaat 
Sche<^ or Hades whither we Z3^t all^oinff Ecd. 9« 
10. 2. Because it is the place to which £e good as 
well as the bad go, for they whose souls go upwards, 
descend into it. Thither went Jacob, Gen. 37. 35. 
There Job desired to be, chapt. 14. 13. for he 
knew that 8che(4 was his house, diaj^. 17. 13. 
And to descend to the dust was to descend mto Hades* 
Is not death common to all men ? Is not Hades 
the house of all men ? Hezeldah eiqiected to be 
there after he went hence, for he said, <<I shall ^d 
to the gates of Hades Isa. 38. 30. That is, saith 
Jerom. to the gates of which the Psalmist speaks, 
SAving, ^%ou wilt lift me up from tiie gates of death. 
The ancient Greeks assigned (xat Hades to all tint 
died, and therefore say. Hades receives al mortal 
men together, all men shall go to Hades. 8. Had 
tiie penman of theOU Testament meant by JSbute, 
4mj receptacle of souls, tb^ codd not (mljr have 
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declared there was no wisdom or * knowledge in 
Scheol Eccl. 9. 10. No remembrance of Grod 
there^ Ps. 6. 5. No praising of him in Scheol 
Isa. 38. 18. For those heaiEens who looked upon 
it as the receptacle of souls, held it to be a place in 
which they would be punished or rewarded." Scheol 
or Hades is never used in scripture to signify a 
place of punishment or miseiy aner death. This 
Mr. P. knows, or ought to know. The rich man 
is not charged with any vice — Lazarus is not said 
to have been a virtuous man. It is extremely ab- 
surd to give the narrative a literal construction. The 
parable probably relates to the rejection of the Jews, 
(represented by the rich man) from the privileges 
of the gospel : and the reception of the GkntUes 
(represented by Lazarus) into the covenant of spir- 
itual life. But whatever may be its true mean- 
ing, we have shown it cannot mean that Hades or 
liel], (in which Abraham, Lazarus and the rich man 
are aU represented to be,) means a state of sufiering 
after death. Such a construction is totally inadmis- 
sible. 

Mr. P. says, "God feels an infinitely deeper 
compassion for impenitent sinners, than we do. He 
has done all he can, in providing motives. Here is 
the pure and perfect law. There lies its sentence of 
eternal punishment." Where.? We have long been 
carefully looking in vain for that evidence. "If God 
bas done all he can*^ to save sinners, and yet does 
not succeed ; he is deficient, not in goodness, but in 
power to accomplish his own will. The scriptures 
represent God as working *all things after the coun- 
sel of his own will.' 



Mr. P. closes his last discourse with these words 
^'He that believeth, shall be saved : but he that 
beb'eveth not, shall be damned." By looking at St. 
Mark's gospel we find the following words immedi- 
ately after his quotation, "And these signs shall fol- 
low them that believe ; in my name shall they cant 
out devils : they shall speak with new tongues ; 
they shall take up serpents : and if they drink any 
deadly thing it shall not hurt them ; they shall lay 
hands on the sick, and they shall recover. Does 
Mr P. possess these ngna? If not, and if dun* 
nation means eternal misery, he nnnst inevitably be- 
come the subject of the same dreadful miaeiy which 
he has preached to others ! Does the passage mean 
*^he that believeth not shall be damned in a future 
life and to all eternity ? If so, Mr. P. is damned 
again on his own principles ; for he has been an voir 
believer! Belief n salvation and unbelief is dam- 
nation. The signs doubtless rehted to the Apostolic 
age, therefore the passage ought never to be quoted 
tp prove the eternal misery of those who do not fo- 
Heve in the sense of the passage. 

^<The Lord is good to all ; and his tender mercies 
are over all his works," Ps. 145, 9. "Ood sent 
not his Son into the world to condemn the world; 
but that the world through him might be saved. John 
3, 17. << Grod will have all men to be saved and 
to come unto the knowledge of the truth." 1. 
Tim. 2. 4. "All that the Father giveth me shall 
come to me : and him thatcometh to me I will in no 
wise cast out ; for I came down from heaven not to 
do mine own will, but the will of him that sent me." 
John 6. 87. 38. "The Lord will not cast off for- 
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ever ; but tbou^ he cause grief, yet will he have 
compassion according to the iQultitude of his mercies; 
fox he doth not affli<S willingly/ nor brieve the dut- 
dreo of men." Lara. 3, 31—33. Xook unto me 
and be ye saved, all ye ends of the earth ; for I am 
God ana there is none else. I have sworn by my- 
self) the word is sone out of my mouth in righte- 
ousness, and shall not return, that unto me every 
knee sl;^ bow, every tongue shall swear, surely 
shall say , in the liord have I righteousness & strensth. " 
Isa. 45. 22' 25. '^Having made peaoe through the 
blood of his cross, by him to reconcile all things to 
himself; by him I say whether they be things in earth, 
or things in heaven." Col. 1» )SiO. ''For as the rain 
cometh down, and the snow from heaven, and re. 
turneth not thither, but watereth the earth and ma^ 
keth it bring forth and bud, that it may give 
seed to the sower and bread to the eater ; so snail 
mj word be that goeth forth out of my mouth : it 
shall not return unto me void, but it shall acoom* 
plish that which I please, and it shall prosper in the 
tbiBg whereto I sent it." Isa. 55, 10, 11. '<F<Mr 
there is one God, and one mediator between Qod 
and men, the man Christ Jesus ; who gave him- 
self a ransom for all to be testified in due time." 1. 
Tim. 2* 5, 6. ''And the ransomed of the Lord 
shall return and come to Zion with songs and ever- 
lastinff joy upon their heads : they shall obtain joy 
and ^adness, and sorrow and sighing shall flee a- 
way^ Isa. 35. 10. '^In this mountain shall the 
Lord of hosts make untp all people a feast of hi 
things, a feast of wines on the lees, o( fat thinop 
full of marrow, of yfms <)q the lees weU refiaed. 
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and lie will destroy in this mountain the face of the 
covering cast over all people, and the vail that is 
spread over all nations. He will swallow up death 
in victory ; and the Lord Gk)d will wipe away tears 
from off all faces ; and the rebuke of his people shall 
he take away from ofi all the earth : for the Lord 
hath spoken it." Isa. 25, 6—9. "We s>all not 
all sleep, but we shall all be changed* • • • • • • •the 

dead shall be raised incorruptible so when 

this corruptible shall have put on incorruption ; and 
this mortal shall have put an immortality, then 
shall be brought to pass the saying that is written. 
Death is swaUowed up in victory. O death, where 
is thj^ sting .^ grave, where is thy victory.^ !• 
Cor, 15, 51. 56. "And every creature which is 
in heaven, and on the earth, and under the earth, 
and such as are in the sea, and all that are in 
tkem^ heard I saying, blessing, and honor, and glo- 
rv, and power, be unto him that sitteth upon the 
throne, and unto the lamb forever and ever." 
Rev. 5, 13, "And I heard a great voice out of I 
heaven, saying behold the tabernacle of God is • 
with men, and ne will dwell with them, and they 
shall be his people, and God himself shall be with them 
and be their God. And God shall wipe away all 
tears from their eyes ; aTid there shall be no more 
death,' neither sorrow, nor crying, neither shall there 
be any more pain ; for the former things are pssed 
away. And he that sat upon the throne said, ic- 
hoM I make all things new,^^ Rev. 21, 3 — S. 

When the above and many similar passages of 
scripture shall have received their fulfilment ; sin, 
misery and death will be banished from the moral 
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creation — ^the gracious purposes of God be ^cctm* 
piished — ^the blessed Redeemer "see of the travail 
of his soul and be satisfied" — holiness universally 
abound-r-happiness eternally prevail — ^the last sinner 
be reclaimed — ^love to God and man dwell on every 
tongue — all hearts glow with, gratitude to the giver 
of all good — and all voices be lifted in praise of Hhe 
Lamb of God that taketh away the sm pf the 
world,' 

"Whose own soft hand shall wipe the teani^ 

From every weeping eye ; 
And pain&> and croans, and griefs, and fears. 

And death itself shall die." 

Then shall the whole system of natui^e be prepared 
lor the everlasting worship of Gpd. Then shall the 
vast temple of the universe be lighted with the 
smile of-the purest devotional joy — and the countless 
millions of suns, moons, planets, worlds and systems, 
all teeming with life and happiness ; which move in 
ceaseless harmony through the regions of infinite 
space, shall be decorated with the noon-tide splen- 
dors of Jehovah's all-purifying, almightv love— that 
love which is uncreated and unconquerable, unboun- 
ded anil endless ! 

"Praise ye the Lord from the heavens ; praise 
him in the heights. Praise ye him all his angels: 
praise ye him all his hosts. Praise ye him sun and 
moon ; praise him, all ye «tars of light, praise him 
ye heavens of heavens, and ye waters that be above 
the heavens. Let them praise the name of the 
Lord, for he commanded, and they were created. 
He hath also established them forever and ever ; he 

M . 



ifiiSk takit a decree which shall not pass. Prwo 
t!he Lord hnti tire earth, je dragons, and all deeps ; 
fire and hail ; snow and vapour ; stormy wind nd- 
flttmg his word; mountains, and all hills; fruitful 
t^es, and all cedars ; beasts and all cattle : creep- 
ing things and flying fowl : kings of the eara, 
aiul all people ; princes, and aU jud^s of the 
earth : both young men an maidens ; dd men and 
children. Let them praise the name of the Lord : 
for his name alone is excellent ; his glory is above 
the earth and heaven. Praise God in his sanctuary: 
praise him m the firmament of his power. Praise 
nim for his mighty acts : praise him according to his 
excellent greatness. Let every thing th^ hath 
br^th praise the Lord- Praise ye the Xord.^ 

*'Ok thou eternal One ! whose presence bright, 

ATI space doth occupy — all motion guide ; 
tTnchanged ttiTuueh time's all-devastating ftight*- 

Tboa only Qoal there is no God beside. 
Be^ff a1^<)ve all i^eings ! mighty one ! 

wSom iiofite caii«on{)refeend and none explore; 
Who filPst ej^istence with thyself alone ; 

Embra^siftgall-^^upporting— ruling o'ei^-^ 
Being whom we call God— and know no more I 

A million torches lighted by thy hand. 

Wander unwearied through the blue abyss ; 
They own thy power, accomplish thv command, 

AH «ay with life, all eloquent with Hiss. 
Wltftt^stmU we oall them ? piles of crystal light ? 

A glorious company of golden streams I 
Lamps of celestial ether burning bright 1 

Suns lighting systems with their joyous beans? 
But THOU to these art as the noon to night ! 



Thy chains the nnneasared nnirene iQitocmd ; 

Upheld by thee, by thee inspired with breatii ! 
Thou tbe beginning with the end hast bound. 

And beautifully mingled life and death ! 
As sparks mount upward from the fiery blaze, 

So suns are born, so worlds spring forth from 
thee! 
And as the spangles in the sunny rays 

Shine round the silver snow, the pageantry 
Of heaven's bright army glitters in thy praise/' 
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